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VIRGINIA: 
In the Supreme Court of Appeals held at the Supreme 
Court of Appeals Building in the City of Richmond o~ Friday 
the 2nd day of March, 1956. 
MARY R. BEERS, 
against 
ROBERT :M:. BEERS, 
Appellant, 
Appellee. 
From the Circuit Court of Arlington County 
Upon the petition of Mary R. Beers, an appeal is awarded 
her from a decree entered by the Circuit Court of Arlington 
County on the 20th day of October, 1955, in a certain proceed-
ing then therein depending wherein Robert M. Beers was 
plaintiff and the petitioner was defendant; upon the peti-
tioner, or some one for her, entering into bond with sufficient 
security before the clerk of the said Circuit Court in the 
penalty of three hundred dollars, with condition as the law 
directs. 
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Filed in the Clerk's Office the 17 day of August, 1953. 
Teste: 
H. BRUCE GREEN, Clerk 
VIRGINIA C. LONG, D. C. 
BILL OF COMPLAINT FOR DIVORCE. 
To the Honorable Judg·es of the said Court: 
Comes now ROBERT M. BEERS and for his bill of com-
plaint for divorce against MARY R. BEERS says : 
1. That he is a resident of the State of Virginia, County of 
Arlington, residing at 4272 North Vacation Lane, Arlington, 
Virginia, and is now actually domiciled therein and has been 
such resident and so domiciled for more than one year next 
preceding the filing· of this suit. 
2. That MARY R. BEERS is a non-resident of the State of 
Virginia, and resides at c/o S. A. Russell, Crestmont Road, 
.Montclair, New Jersey. 
3. That both parties to this cause are of the Caucasian 
Race. 
4. That the Complainant and Defendant were married in, 
Montclair, New Jersey, on the 26th day of June, A. D., 1940. 
5. That there were two children born of this marriage, 
Stuart Massie Beers, age eight years, and Robert Russell 
Beers, age eleven years, both such infant children being now 
in the care and custody of the Complainant. 
6. That on, to-wit, the 4th day of March, A. D., 1952, the 
Defendant, MARY R. BEERS, without just cause or excuse, 
deserted the Complainant and the parties have not cohabited 
as husband and wife since that date. 
page 2 ~ 7. That your Complainant did everything within 
his power to provide a proper home for the Defend-
ant and the children of the parties, and never, at any time, 
gave any just cause or excuse for the desertion aforesaid. 
8. That the Defendant, for some time prior to the date of 
actual separation, acted toward the Complainant in a cruel and 
inhuman manner and by her actions humiliated him in public 
and before his friends and caused him much embarrassment 
and by her continuous nagging and fault finding and criticism 
in the home and by threats rendered him in a highly nervous 
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coD.dition and so affected his health that he feared a per-
manent injury thereto, and, had he continued Ii ving with the 
Defendant, he would have been rendered unable to continue in 
his employment and to earn sufficient in,come for the support 
()f himself and his family. 
WHEREFORE, the Complainant prays that proper process 
issue against :MARY R. BEERS, that a decree of divorce a 
'Vinculo niatrimonii be awarded to the Complainant on the 
grounds of desertion which has been uninterrupted for a 
period of more than one year prior to the filing of this suit 
c0r that the Complainant be awarded a decree of divorce a 
:vinculo matrimanii from the Defendant on the grounds of 
.cruelty which occurred more than one year ·prior to the :filing 
,of this suit and based upon the separation of the parties for 
more than one year since the date of such cruelty, that the 
.custody of the two infant children of the parties be awarded 
to the Complainant and for such other, further and general 
relief as to the Court may seem meet an,d proper. 
page 13} 
Filed Sep. 16, 1953. 
• 
• 
ROBERT M. BEERS . 
• • • 
L-l 
• • 
H. BRUCE GREEN, Clerk 
Circuit Court, Arlington County Va. 
By V. LONG 
Deputy Clerk. 
ANS"\VER AND CROSS-BILL FOR DIVORCE. 
1. The allegations of paragraph numbered 1 of the Bill of 
Complaint are admitted. 
2. The allegations of paragraph numbered 2 of the Bill of 
Complaint are denied and the defendant, Mary R. Beers, 
-states that she is domiciled at 4272 North Vacation Lane, 
Arlington, Virginia. 
3. The allegations of paragraph numbered 3 of the Bill of 
Complaint are admitted. 
4. The allegations of paragraph numbered 4 of the Bill of 
Complaint are admitted. 
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5.. Two children . were bor:m: of the marriage between the 
parties he:r:eto, Stuart Massie Beel's,, age eight years, and 
Robert Russell Beers, ag~ eleven years .. 
Stna:d. :Massie Bee.rs is and has been for approximately three 
years hospitalized,. and such hospitalization will continue in-
definitely. For this hospitalization the complainant has stated 
that he is p-resently expending the sum of $125.00 
page 14} per month. 
Robert Russell Beers was: under the joint cus.-
tody and control of the parties hereto until March 4, 1952, on 
which date the complainan,t without just cause or extuse de-
serted and abandoned the defendant.. Thereafter he continued 
to live with· and was under the sole care and custody of the 
defendant until illness required the hospitalization of the 
defendant on May 19, 1952.. Thereafter during the illness of 
the d~fendant the child, Robert Russell Beers, has been in the 
-eare of and under the control of the complainant .. 
6 .. The allegations of paragraph numbered 6 of the bill of 
~omplaint are denied except that the defendant admits that 
the parties have not cohabited as husband and wife since 
:March 41 1952,. and the defendant expressly alleges that the 
failure of the parties hereto to live together as husband and 
wife since March 4, 1952, was the result of no fa ult on her part. 
7. The allegations of paragraph numbered 7 of the bill of 
complaint are denied. 
8. The allegations of paragraph numbered S of the bill of 
complaint are de~ied. 
The defendant, moreover, alleges that she l1as always been 
a good and faithful wife to the complainant and maintained 
a proper and suitable home for her husband and children 
throughout the time of the marriage until complainant's 
voluntary departure a~ set out below. 
CROSS-BILL FOR DIVORCE. 
And .now the defendant, Mary R. Beers, for further answer 
unto the said bill and by a way of a cross-bill for 
page 15 ~ divorce and for other affirmative relief says as fol-
lows: 
1. On March 4, 1952, after· almost twelve years of marriage,. 
the complainant and cross-defendant, Robert M. Beers, with-
out just cause or excuse wilfully deserted and abandoned the 
defendant and cross-complainant, Mary R. Beers. On this 
said date Robert M. Beers left his wife, child, and the home 
jointly owned an.d maintained by the parties hereto at 4272 
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North Vacation Lane, Arlington, Virginia, and took up his 
abode at the University Club, "\Vashington, D. C. Thereafter 
the said Robert M. Beers refused and failed to return to the 
said home of the parties hereto as long as his wife resided 
there. 
2. As a result of the abandonment and desertion of her by 
the complainant and cross-defendant, Robert M. Beers, the 
health of the said defendant and cross-complainant, Mary R. 
Beers, became impaired and she suffered an onslaught of a 
serious and disabling illness. 
3. The said Mary R. Beers nevertheless continued to reside 
at and maintain alone the home of the parties hereto at 4272 
North Vacation Lane, Arlington, Virginia, until May 16, 1952, 
on which date her illness forced her to return to the home of 
her father and led to her hospitalization on 1\Iay 19, 1952. 
4. As the result of her illness the said Mary R. Beers was 
hospitalized from May 19, 1952, until July 13, 1953, and then 
was forced to undergo a period of recuperation lasting until 
August 24, 1953, on which date she returned to the home of 
the parties hereto at 4272 North Vacation Lane, Arlington, 
Virginia. 
5. As soon as the said Mary R. Beers definitely knew the 
date on which she could return to her home she no notified the 
said Robert M. Beers by letter dated August 11, 1953, sub-
sequently acknowledged by him as received August 
page 16 ~ 13, 1953. 
6. Thereupon the said Robert M. Beers absented 
himself from the home of the parties hereto at 4272 North 
Vacation Lane, Arlington, Virginia, and has remained absent 
to and including the present date in spite of the fact that he 
knew his wife had returned to the home of the parties hereto 
and bad resumed her normal household duties. 
7. During her illness the defendant and cross-complainant; 
Mary R. Beers, has expended a sum in excess of $21,500.00 for 
her hospitalization and medical care. As a result of this ex-
penditure the said Mary R. Beers has incurred heavy indebted-
ness, but the said Rob~rt M. Beers has contributed nothing to 
meet these expenses. 
8. In addition, during the marriage of the parties hereto the 
defendant and cross-complainant, Mary R. Beers, contributed 
an amount in excess of $38,400.00 for the maintenance and 
support of the parties hereto and their children. 
9. The complainant and cross-defendant, Robert M. Beers, 
nevertheless, has contributed nothing- to the supnort and main-
tenance of the said Mary R. Beers since March 4, 1952, and 
refuses to make any such contribution. 
6 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
WHEREFORE, THE PREMISES CONSIDERED, the 
defendant and cross-complainant, Mary R. Beers, prays: 
1. That this answer be treated as a cross-bill for divorce 
a, vinculo matrimonii; 
2. That the complainant be denied the relief prayed for in 
his bill of complaint; 
3. That the defendant and cross-complainant be granted a 
divorce from the bonds of matrimony (a vinculo matrimonii) 
on the ground of desertion and abandonment; 
pag·e 17 ~ 4. That the defendant and cross-complainant be 
granted custody of the children of the marriage; 
5. That a decree be entered directing the complainant and 
cross-defendant, Robert M. Beers, to pay to the defendant 
and cross-complainant, Mary R. Beers, the sum of $21,500.00 
as reimbursement to her for her support, maintenance, hospi-
tal and medical expenses since March 4, 1952. 
6. That a decree be entered directing the complainant and 
cross-defendant, Robert M. Beers, to pay to the defendant and 
cross-complainant, Mary R. Beers, for the support and main- · 
tenance of her children and herself the sum of $500.00 per 
month. 
7. That a decree be entered directing the complainant and 
cross-defendant, Robert M. Beers, to convey all his right, title 
and interest in the real property jointly owned by the parties 
hereto known as 4272 North Vacation Lane, Arlington, Vir-
ginia, to the defendant and cross-complainant, Mary R. Beers, 
in order to provide a home for the said Mary R. Beers and the 
.inf ant children of the parties hereto. 
8. That a decree be entered directing the complainant and 
cross-defendant, Robert M. Beers, to pay counsel fees and 
costs incurred in connection with this litigation. 
9. And that such other and further relief may be granted as 
the nature of this suit shall require and to equity shall seem 
meet. 
MARY R. BEERS, 
Defendant and cross-complainant. 
• • • • 
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DECREE OF REFERENCE. 
This cause came on to be heard this 11th day of December, 
A. D., 1953, upon the Bill of Complaint filed, the Defendant 
l1as been served with process in the State of Virginia, a~d it 
;appearing to tl1e Court that this cause has now matured for 
hearing upon the merits; upon consideration whereof, it is 
'°rdered that this cause be, and the same is hereby, referred 
to Chester M. Brasse, Commissioner in Chancery, who shall 
take all necessary and proper testimony, and to report to this 
Court his findings concerning the following facts: 
1. ·whether or not the parties hereto are legally married; 
to what race they belong; whether the Defendant is a member 
,of the Armed Forces of the United States or its Allies. 
2. Where the parties to this suit reside, and whether either 
,of the parties hereto is a bona fide resident of and domiciled 
in the State of Virginia, and the County of Arlington for one 
year preceding the filing of this suit. 
3. Whether the parties are now living together, and if not, 
the facts leading up to the circumstances of their separation. 
4. Whether the parties hereto own any property of material 
value. 
5. ,Vbat sort of husband Complainant was during the mar-
riage and what sort of wife Defendant was during 
page 24 ~ the marriage. 
6. Any other facts necessary for the Court to 
determine whether or not the Complainant is entitled to a 
decree of divorce from the Defendant on the grounds alleged 
in the Bill of Complaint. 
And the said Commissioner shall forthwith execute this 
Decree of Reference. 
• • 
WALTER T. McCARTHY 
Judge . 
• • • 
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page 35 } Thereupon 
SIDNEY BERM.AN, M. D., 
a witness of lawful age, being :first duly swo,rn, testifies as 
follows:. 
DIRECT· EXA1\UNA'TI0N .. 
By Mr. Donovan: 
Q. Please state your name and address. 
A. Dr. Sidney Berman, 3000 Connecticut Avenue, N. vV . .,, 
Wasirington, D. C .. 
Q.. Have you your office· in Washington,. D. C.,. Doctor~ 
A. Yes, I do. 
Q. You are a physician, are you f 
A. Yes. I an;i. a physicia11:. 
Q. Are you, a general practitioner or do you specialize? 
A. I am a specialist: psychoanalysis and general psychiatry .. 
Q. How long have you been praeticing such specialty t 
A. Psychoanalysis, since 1946; general psychiatry 1 since 
1932 .. 
Q. During that time, where has your practice been located t 
A. Since 1946, it has been located in the City of Washing:.. 
ton. 
Q. Prior to that, where J 
A. From 1941 to 1946, in the military service as a :Major in 
the Army Air Force. 
Q. During that time, were you doing the same type of prac~ 
tice, Doctor Y 
page 36 } A. Qualifying as specialist in my particular pro-
f ession. 
Q. Did you, prior to that time, have an internship? 
A. Yes .. 
Mr. Koontz: We waive further qualification of the doctor .. 
By Mr. Donov~: 
Q. Doctor, do you know Robert M. Beers, the complainanU 
A. Yes. 
Q. Has Mr. Beers been a patient of yoursf 
A. Yes. 
Q. Have you discussed with Mr. Beers the question of waiv-
ing confidential communication, as to your part of this hear-
ing? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Has he agreed to your testifying as to your treatment 
of him? 
A. Yes, I understan.d he has agreed .. 
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Q. When did you first treat Mr. Beers f 
A. Commencing September 15, 1949. 
Q. For what did you treat him? 
9 
A. At that time, he referred himself to me because of a 
considerable amount of tension in the home. 
Mr. Koontz: ,vhat was that? 
A. Because of a considerable amount of marital tension in 
the home, in which it was felt that if he could possibly have a 
better understanding of the situation that existed within the 
home, the emotional conditions, which were described, could be 
resolved. 
page 37 ~ By Mr. Donovan: 
Q. What was his ciondition at that time? 
i\.. He was irritable; would have occasional attacks of 
stomach discomfort; was disturbed by the tension that oc-
curred between himself and his wife, and much of this spilled 
over to his son, Russell, in which he was apprehensive about 
his son's emotional condition and wished to do something 
about the family relationships in order to spare the child 
any further undue discomfort. I might mention that, at that 
time, the family condition was such that both Mrs. and Mr. 
Beers were terribly disturbed over the pending· disposition of 
a younger son, Stuart, a small mental defective, who required 
institutional hospitalization. 
Q. Doctor, you mentioned a stomach condition Mr. Beers, 
your patient, had. Could you give, more in detail, what the 
condition was from Y 
A. Attacks of vomiting and distress associated with the 
emotional tensions which existed in the home. 
Q. From your experience, Doctor, in your particular branch 
of the practice, have you found that stomach disorders of that 
nature arise from the circumstances you have described~ 
namely, tension in the home Y 
A. Yes, it may be a cause of the condition. 
Q. And, with reference to the instant case, did you examine 
further into the cause of the condition? 
A. Yes. In a review of the history of the situation, it was 
obvious that, as long as these tensions did exist, the 
page 38 ~ emotional state of the patient would not be im-
proved. 
Q. What did you prescribe for Mr. Beers' condition? 
A. I prescribed psycho-therapy. 
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Q. Explain what type of treatment you prescribed. 
A. Consultations, on a weekly basis, in, which there could 
be reviewed the emotional problems that persisted in the 
home, so that they could be better resolved by Mr. Beers and 
so he could be less affected by the pressure. 
Q. Do you mean, Doctor, consultations between you, as a 
medical man, and Mr. Beers, as the patient, consultations be-
tween the two of you¥ 
A. Yes. I might mention paranthetically, he was referred 
at the recommendation of Dr. Gregg, who, at the time, also was 
in contact with Mrs. Beers, and felt that the situation in the 
home had reached-
Mr. Koontz: I object. It is hearsay for you to tell us what 
Dr. Gregg felt, unless you, yourself, know from examination 
of Mrs. Beers. 
Bv Mr. Donovan: 
"'Q. Did you prescribe any other treatment for Mr. Beers, 
except con,sultation therapy¥ 
A. No. 
Q. And did you follow that course of treatment with the 
patient? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Until when 1 
A. Up until the present time, consisting of over 
page 39 ~ one hundred hours. . 
·Q. At what intervals 7 
A. Initially, once a week; then, after approximately March 
of 1952, approximately once a month. Sometimes it would 
be a little longer. 
Q. Did you notice any improvement in Mr. Beers' condi-
tion at any time during· the course of treatmenU 
A. There was no improvement in his condition, basically, 
until after March, 1952. 
Q. What type of improvement did you notice at that time, 
Doctor? 
A. A.t that time, he was able to perform-I might mention 
he was also having difficulty over his work at the office-but 
from that point on, his level of adjustment appeared to be 
more effective. He had no evidence of any gastric disturbance, 
slept well and his agitated mental state considerably subsided. 
Mr. Donovan : No further questions. 
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'CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Bauknight! 
11 
Q. Doctor, you did not know Mr. Beers prior to your first 
.consultation in September., the 15th of September, 1949., did 
you! 
A. No. 
Q. You .said lie referred himself· to you and then you later 
.said he was referred by Dr. Gregg. Did Dr. Gregg actually 
refer him. to you! 
A. No. Dr. Gregg mentioned to him he should contact 
someone and, among those., he mentio11:ed my name. 
page 40 } Q. Did you conduct an examination of a physical 
type to determine whether the cause of the stomach 
disorders could be physical, as well as emotional 1 
A. No, but he had contact with other physicians to rule out 
.any organic possibility. 
Q. Did you review any report from any other physician, 
Doctorf 
A. Only from the patient, himself, that there was no or-
ganic evidence. 
Q. Did you at any time examine Mrs. Beers or treat her! 
A. I never examined or treated her. She called at my office 
-0n one occasion and sought consultation with me. 
Q. But you did not consult her? 
A. I had frequent phone calls from her in which she ex-
pressed great agitation and g-reat discomfort, feeling somehow 
or other that if something could magically happen to her hus-
band, then her own emotional problems would be resolved. 
Q. In other words, she blamed her own problems on her 
husband's emotional problems, is that righU 
A. Exactly. 
Q. Do you recall about how many times she did call you to 
,discuss her husband Y 
.A.. I would say in the vicinity of six or eight times. 
Q. Would you say that her purpose in each call was the 
·same, ns you just told it? 
A. Yes, it was the same on each call. 
Q. In other words, it appeared to you that the 
pag·e 41 } emotional problem of each was dependent on each 
other. 
A. Yes, that is the way I felt, that there was a clash of 
emotional conditions which existed in each one that made 
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the relatio~hip incompatible.. I saw her once,. at her re-
quest, on January 10, 1951, I think it was. 
Q. You mean you saw her in a physician-patient relation:-
ship, Docto:rt 
A. No, she wanted. to see me reg·arding her husband. 
Q. You say she was perturbed about her husband's emo .... 
tional condition Y 
A. She was pertm·bed about her own, feeling that all her 
emotional problems were related to her husband's .. 
Q .. And vice versa? 
.A.~ And vice versa. I might mention that, at the time 1 saw 
her 1 I was impressed with her emotional state, her emotional 
volatility and a feeling that, at that time, she had never been 
accepted at any time or really felt loved by those close to her" 
even prior to tlie marriag·e, and she appeared to have a great 
fear she would be rejected, which made her feel very appre-
hen,sive in her relationship to all people. 
Q. Doctor, your diagnosis of her state then was somewhat 
similar to that of Mr. Beers, that is, that each was emotionally 
disturbed because of the emotional disturbance of the other,, 
is that right Y 
A .. No1 not exactly that. I would say that the psycho-
therapy was directed toward maintaining the mari-
page 42 ~ tal state and it was directed throughout many 
months in that direction with an endeavor to bring 
about that change, with the wish and hope, the endeavor to 
bring about a more receptive change· in the husband that might 
create in the wife a more amenable, emotional state in her~ 
but that, unfortunately, failed to occur. 
Q. The psycho-therapy., from your standpoint, was directed 
to the husband Y 
A. Through the husband and endeavoring to maintain the 
marriage. 
Q. You did not advise Mr. Beers to move out of the· house in 
which they were living, did yon f . 
A. No .. 
Q. Did you advise him to stay °l 
A. I did not. 
Q. You did not advise him at all to either leave or stay there·,. 
Doctor? 
A. No. That is correct. . 
Q. Did you know that, during the period of your treatment 
of Mr. Beers and during the convers-atiou you had with Mrs .. 
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Beers, did you know whether or not she was undergoing 
psychiatric treatment, Doctor 7 
A. At that particular time, she was not. 
Q. Do you know whether or not she subsequently sought 
psychiatric help 7 
A. I understand she did, but that her capacity to 
page 43 ~ use it was limited. · 
Q. Doctor, the stomach discomfort evidenced by 
Mr. Beers when he consulted you was largely subjective, or the 
symptoms were largely subjective, is that right? 
A. In treatments of concrete or abstract formulation, it 
would be, but it fit in the entire picture as part of the picture, 
the irritability, impatience and feeling of hopelessness in the 
marital state, etc. 
Q. Did you attribute a certain part of the problem to the 
difficulty of the treatment of the boy, Stuart V 
A. I did not attribute that primarily to Mr. Beers. I think 
the condition that occurred in the home was primarily due to 
Mrs. Beers' reaction to the boy, Stuart, which constantly kept 
the home in a state of unfortunate turmoil. 
Q. That is not an unnatural reaction to such a condition, 
is it, Doctor? 
A. It was, because it was not an acceptance of the reality 
of the situation in treatment of the youngster's condition and 
what would be medically recommended for this unfortunate 
child. 
Q. Wbat exactly was the situation with regard to Stuart at 
that time! 
A. You may know he was a premature birth, one of twins, 
and his progress, from the beginning, was one of extreme 
retardation. As I recall what was told me by Mr. Beers, he 
never developed at the same physical rate, as compared to a 
normal ehild, as compa1·ed to Russell. It is not known whether 
this condition was initially primarily organic or functional or 
emotional. Endeavor was made bv the familv to treat it 
normally but it became evident that" he lacked in 
page 44 ~ development. It was organic deficiency, which, I 
understand, has occurred in some members of the 
family among the children, and it was one of extreme mental 
deficiency, I think an I. Q. of something like 50 with a marked 
disorganization of it, a behavior pattern, an absence of deve-
lopment of speech, impulsive activity which made it impossi-
ble for anyone to maintain him in the home and still maintain 
the stability of the home. Eventually, it worked out, I under-
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stand, by Mr. and Mrs. Beers consenting- to institutionalize him 
at Deveron. Even there, they were limited to what they could 
do for the child. 
Q. Doctor, you clo not think it is unusual in such cases, 
where a mother discovers that her child is apparently mentally 
defective and cannot lead a normal life, to be somewhat emo-
tionally upset 1 
A. It depends on the degree of disturbance. If the degree 
of disturba~ce is beyond us, which anyone would reasonably 
feel for the child, more intense than any of us, she would 
reasonably show concern, regard and apprehension for the 
child and it would spill over to interfere with the other acti-
vities in the home. As to the marital status, if the man is 
made to go to bed and have another child to make up for it, 
with demands made not to accept this, that there is something 
which must be done, in spite of medical evidence to the effect 
that one is limited and how far one can go. 
Q. Based on that, would it have been your opinion at the 
time you discovered these facts, that Mrs. Beers was in need of 
psychiatric help 1 
page 45 ~ A. Yes, very much. 
Q. You said Mr. Beers' feeling of anxiety spilled 
over to Russell; that he was concerned and wanted to spare 
the child. You did not mean to imply that Russell was af-
fected but that, on the other hand, that Mr. Beers was con-
cerned in shielding him-
A. From the effects of the home environment. 
Q. As far as you know, Russell was not mentally affected 
by the situation, was he? 
A. I understand-but it is again hearsay-
Q. You did not examine Russell 1 
A. I did not examine Russell but I understand he was and, 
I might say, that in the course of therapy with Mr. Beers, the 
condition of Russell improved over this inter-turmoil of this 
unfortunate situation that occurred. 
Q. In other words, the psycho-therapy had its effect 1 
A. Yes. 
Q. This improvement that took place in :Mr. Beers after 
March, 1952-if I can direct your attention back to that, Doc-
tor. 
A. Yes. 
Q. You had been treating: him prior to that for about two-
ancl-a-half yeari;; nnd seeing him approximately once a week, 
is that correct! 
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A. Approximately. There would be gaps in the summer or 
.gaps when he had to be a'Wlly. 
Q. Did you notice any improvement prior to 
page 46 } March, 1952 f Was there a gradual improvement j 
A. I would say there was basically n.o improve-
ment prior to J\farch, 1952. I think the improvement was 
'°nly related to the son in that the son could cushion better 
the situation but there ,vas no improvement in the extreme 
:tension. 
Q. ·would you say that as of March, 1952, Mr. Beers' ten-
:sion suddenlv resolved itselU 
A. No, it gradually resolved itself. There was still a period 
l()f great anxiety as to his position and as to his decision and 
the like, and for his concern for the family. 
Q. In other words, Doctor, in March, 1952, it started a turn 
for the better, which gradually has shown au improveme11;t, 
is that righU 
A. Yes. 
Q. There was no magic change over night t 
A. No. 
Q. Did you still see him¥ 
A. I still see lVIr. Beers, as the occasion arises. I still treat 
him. 
Q. ,·vhat is your opinion as to his present emotional condi-
iion i 
A. I think even at the present time, the state of the relation-
-ship being what it is, it has kept him very much concerned 
:and apprehensive about the adequate resolution of the re-
lationship, accepting- responsibilities with regard to the reso-
lution of the marriage. 
Q. "\Vould you say it is normal that time takes 
page 47} care of some of these things upon the step being 
taken? ' . 
A. I would not say so in a situation such as this. The pain 
is too great to say time alone would take care of it. What I 
would say would go for both parties concerned. 
Q. Do you know a Dr. Abrams? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Have you discussed this case with Dr. Abrams T 
A. On one ocasion, Dr. Abrams contacted me and asked 
me to discuss it. 
Q. In what capacity did he discuss iU 
A. As physician to Mrs. Beers. 
Q. He is a psychiatrist 7 
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A. Yes. 
Q.. His. contract was more to discuss the ease- from the stand-
point of y0ur :filling him in on the treatment of Mr .. Beers,. 
Doctor! < 
A. Yes-. 
Q. And you did so f · 
A. I did. I tried to give hlm an the· assistance· I could'. 
Q. Your re~ords that you have with you, do they indicate 
how much your total bill is to Mr .. Beers to datet 
A. No .. 
Q .. Have you any idea how much that would be, approxi-
mately, Doctor? 
A. Approximately r mo.re or less,. $2,000.00. 
:page 48 ~ Q. Have those- bills been paid t 
.. ~ .. Yes, they have been paid regularly .. 
Mr. Bauknight:. That ia all. 
By the Commissioner:-
Q. Did I understand you to say the child,. Stuart, irrheFitecI 
his instabilityf 
A. No, I think there has been that tendency in the family .. 
It is difficult to say whether this was inherited or not 'because 
the child was born prematurely, weighing only about two 
pounds. It was a question whether he would live and the 
other one die. It is difficult to say how much is heredity and 
how much is lack of strength and the chance to develop. 
Q. Whose family was it; both sides!· 
A. No;. Mrs~ Beers'. 
Q. Did I understand you to say Mr. Beers' condition was 
caused by the actions of Mrs. Beers f 
A. I would say it was basically that. It was the inability to 
resolve her own problems and place the responsibility for her 
mental health on her husband. 
Q. Did you attribute the improvement in Mr. Beers' con-
dition to his being away from the turmoil of the home! 
A. Yes, I did. 
The Commissioner: No further questions .. 
Witness excused. 
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a witness of lavdul age, being first duly sworn, testifies as 
follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Donovan: 
Q. State your name and residence. 
A. Robert M. Beers, 4350 Lee Highway, Arlington, Virginia. 
Q. How long have you lived in Virginia f 
A. Since 1942. 
Q. At what address? 
A. First, at 4207 N. Pershing Drive, Arlington, Virginia; 
following that, at 115 Vv estmoreland Road, Falls Church; fol-
lowing that, 4272 Vacation Lane, Arlington, Virginia. 
Q. You are the husband of Mary R. Beers 1 
A. I am. 
Q. When and where were you married? 
A. June 26, 1940, Montclair, New Jersey. 
Q. You lived together until when? 
A. March 4, 1952. 
Q. Were any children born of this marriage? 
A. There were three. The eldest, Robert Russell, is age 
11; the youngest son, Stuart M., presently aged 8; and a twin 
of Stuart's, who lived only six hours. 
Q. Where are those children now? 
A. Russell is in St. Paul's School, Brookville, 
page 50 ~ Maryland; Stuart is in Corley School, Leesburg, 
Virginia. 
Q. Have you and your wife lived together at any time 
since March 4, 1952? 
A. We have not. 
Q. Mr. Beers, what were the circumstances leading to the 
separation T 
A. Over a period of years, the tensions between Mrs. Beers 
and myself were intermittent but became quite acute follow-
ing the birth of Stuart. When he was about two or three 
years old, it became quite evident he was retarded mentally 
and that had a very adverse effect on the marital relation-
ship in the sense that Mrs. Beers was subject to violent out-
bursts of temper and unreasonableness ; we seemed to have 
difficulty in sitting down together and working out construc-
tive plans for dealing with the situation. Thereupon, he-
Stuart was approximately three years old. Say in late 1947 
or 1948, the relationship deteriorated to the point where it 
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seriously affected my health. I did not know what to do 
about it and, in the process of trying to get some relief from 
this condition, I consulted Dr. Sidney Berman. During the 
course of my treatment with him, it became apparent that 
the only way I could maintain my health and recover my 
health and continue my work, would be to remove myself 
from what had become an intolerable marital situation. 
Q. "\Vere those fits of your wife's temper, as you described, 
directed toward you? 
page 51 ~ A. They were directed against me, yes. 
Q. V{hat was the nature of these fits of temper? 
A. Well, violent outbursts, which would be occasioned by 
relatively insignificant things. There is always a cause for 
those things, I suppose, but it might be in the course of 
conversation, the difference of a word or discussing the 
attitude of friend~ of ours had toward Stuart. :Mrs. Beers 
was extremely sensitive to any kind of what she took to be 
criticism on the part of our friends, although it might not 
be spoken. It might be the attitude of friends and, as a matter 
of fact, the outbursts were not entirely confined to me. They 
were also directed against our friends. Finally, it reached 
the point where we had no friends _and, gradually, no visitors 
in the home; just about all social contact stopped. 
Q. Dr. Berman testified that you suffered stomach dis-
orders, including vomiting. At what point did those set in, 
Mr. Beers? 
A. Those were troublesome to me on rare occasions up 
until-from the beginning of marriage to 1947-1948, when the 
condition became usual. rather than unusual. 
Q. You mean the stomach condition? 
A. Yes. It was a condition of perpetual discomfort. 
Q. How long did that continue? 
A. It continued until approximately the end of 1952, when 
I began-I would say it was continual to that time but it 
reached rather intense proportions and, in the early 
page 52 ~ part of 1952, especially. It began tapering off in 
the summer, and by the encl of the year, I was free 
of symptoms. 
Q. Did the temper, that you described as being displayed 
hy l\Irs. Beers, occur in company with others? 
A. On occasion, it did. 
Q. Did the situation affect you in your work at the office, 
Mr. Beers? 
A. The general condition of intense anxiety, from which I 
suffered at the time, certainly did affect my work and my 
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<tbi.liity to ooncentrate; forgetfulness, and, I suppose, symptoms 
:usua,lly associated with intense nnxiety. 
Q. Mr. .Beers, ]\frR. Beers has since returned to the Vaca-
tion Lane address, is that con-ect? 
.A. Y.e-s .. 
Q. ·when did this occur7 
A. In August, 1953. 
Q. Were you there when she returned 1 
A. I was not.. 
Q. Have you lived there since! 
A. I have not. 
Q. Is there any hope of a reconciliation between you! 
A. None. 
Q. ,vhen did Mrs. Beers leave Vacation Lane! 
A. On May 16, 1952. 
Q. And slie returned when 7 
A. In August, l 953. 
Q. In the meantime, did you live there f 
page 5'3 } A. Yes. 
Q. You are now living where Y 
A. I am living in a room in .a residence at 4350 Lee High-
way, Arlington, Virginia. 
Mr. Donovan: You may examine. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. BaulrnigI1t: 
Q. Mr. Beers, when did you move to 4227 Vacation Lane? 
A. In July, 1950? 
Q. And you and Mrs. Beers lived there -as husband and wife 
until what dateY 
A. Until March 4, 1952. 
Q. W1iat happened then? 
A. On March 4, 1952, I moved to the University Club of 
Washington, D. C. 
Q. Did you tell her you were going to move or did you just 
move? 
A. I told her that I felt, w1iat with the tensions and anxieties 
which existed in the home at that time, it demanded some kind 
<0f relief and I felt it would be better for the boy, Russell, and 
for her and for me if we separated in the hope that maybe 
these things could be resolved in the separation. 
Q. Did she object to that separation? 
A. She did not object. 
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Q. Did she seem to understand it might help you both to> 
be separated T 
A. She seemed to. 
page 54· ~ Q. So it was voluntary on her· parlf. 
.A .. I would say she offered no objection. vVhether 
it wRs volrrntary, I would not want to sey-. 
Q. There was no scene or remonstration about it, was theTe,. 
Mr. Beers Y 
A .. There was no scene. She was quite withdrawn and 
didn't really have much to say about it. 
Q .. Sounds like an amicable situation at the· time. 
No answer .. 
Mr. Donovan: I ooject to counsel testifying .. 
By Mr. Bauknight: 
Q. Doesn't it, ::M:r. Beers f 
The Commissionel' :- With regard to the obj·ectfon, I have 
no aathority to rule on it bnt I ean let the objection be noted 
in the record. 
By Mr. Bauknight : 
Q. When you moved to the University Ciub, what did you 
take with yoof ~ 
A. I just took my ciothes:,._and not even all of my clothes· .. 
Q. Where did you leave the clothes you did not take T· 
A. In the honse : 4272 Vacation Lane. 
Q. What did you leave theref 
A. Well, it was in March. I left most of my winter clothes: 
there and I took only what I needed to get along· from day 
to day. 
page 55 } Q. To get along with how longf 
.A. From day to day. 
Q. How long did you intend to stsy at the University Club,. 
Mr. Beers·Y 
A. I had no idea in staying a great length of time. I did 
not know. 
Q. What was going to determine how long you would stay 
theref 
A. I wonld say that the factor I was trying to resolve was; 
the difficulty; the intense hostility of the relationship in the 
home, which I hoped would be resolved by an easing of the 
conflicts by my removing myself from the scene·.. I had no 
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fixed ideas or intentions of doing anything except take one 
step at a time. 
Q. From :March 4, 1952, to May 16, I believe you said, Mrs. 
Beers lived at the Vacation Lane house Y 
A. She did. 
Q. Did you return there at any time during that period Y 
A. I did. I went out there each Saturday and each Sun-
day, returning to the University Club in the evening. I would 
take Russell for some sort of outing each time I went there. 
Q. Was Mrs. Beers there when you went ther~ Y 
A. She was there. 
Q. Did you talk with her about the situation f 
A. I did. 
Q. What was her attitude during those visits? 
page 56 ~ A. I saw no change in her attitude toward me. 
Her attitude on one or two-one occasion I can re-
call specifically showed an even more intense hostility; upon 
my leaving the house one Sunday evening, she threw me out 
the front door and slammed the door on me. 
Q. She '' threw you out Y'' 
A. Pushed me out the front door. 
Q. Did you want to go? 
A. I was getting ready to go but not quite that precip-
itously. 
Q. What was the state of her health during that period, Mr. 
Beers? 
A. I would say she was emotionally very disturbed. 
Q. As a matter of fact, Mr. Beers, she had been emotionally 
disturbed for sometime prior to that, hadn't she 7 
A. I would say she was and has been ever since I have 
known her, been emotionally disturbed. 
Q. Ever Rince you have knO'wn her 7 
A. I would say so. 
Q. When you married her, you knew she was emotionally 
disturbed f 
A. I did not know at that time, no. I did not know how to 
identifv emotional disturbances at the time I married her. 
I can say, in retrospection, these hostilities and difficulties I 
speak of were probably latent at the time of the marriage. 
Q. During your treatment by Dr. Berman, did 
page 57 ~ you discuss with him your situation in the homeY 
A. Of course. 
Q. Did you ask him whether you should stay there or move 
out of the home Y 
A. I tried to get him to make that decision for me. I think 
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everyone would like other people to make such decisions for 
them. 
Q. He would not advise you about it, would heY 
A. No, he would not. 
Q. So when you say it was during that course of treatment 
by Dr. Berman you decided you had to remove yourself from 
that atmosphere, that was your decision, is that right? 
A. I would say that, during the course of the treatment, 
the process was such that it enabled me to see more clearly 
the facts in my situation and I was then able to decide what I 
had to do in the i.nterest of my own survival. 
Q. Did you give one thought to the effect your removing 
yourself would have on the emotional situation of Mrs. Beers? 
A .. I do not understand you. Ask that again, please. 
Q. Certainly. At the time you were deciding or in the 
process of deciding whether you should move out for your own 
health and benefit, did you consider what would be the effect 
of that on Mrs. Beers f 
A. I have already said I thought the effect on her would be 
beneficial. 
Q. Did you have any psychiatric or medical ad-
page 58 r vice on the suhject of the effect 011 her, if you 
moved¥ 
A. I cannot state specifically that I had any definite advice 
on that point. I merely wanted an alleviation of the continual, 
intense tension of the household which could not help but be 
beneficial to all concerned. 
Q. Did you know at that time that she was undergoing 
psychiatric treatment? 
A. I did. 
Q. As a matter of fact, she had consulted more than one 
psychiatrist, hadn't she¥ 
A. I don't believe so, not as a patient. 
Q. She had cornmlted Dr . ..A.brams, hadn't she? 
A. Yes. 
Q. ·was that as a patient? 
A. Yes, it was. 
Q. She had talked with Dr. Ruffin Y 
A. Yes, but he never treated her. 
Q. Dr. Ruffin is psychiatrist Y 
A. Yes. 
Q. Dr. Rnffin was a family friend Y 
A. He was a roommate of mine at college. 
Q. Did he know both you and Mrs. Beers Y 
A. He did. 
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Q. Did you ever receive any advice that it would be bad for 
::Mrs. Beers if you left at that particular time? 
.A. I did not. 
page 59} Q . .Did Mr. Russell, Mrs. Beers' father, so ad-
vise you, Mr. Beers t 
A. At the time I left the house, I wrote Mr. Russell a letter 
:telling him I had left. I had a letter from him in return in 
which he stated he thought he understood the reasons behind 
my decision to leave, but whether or not those reasons were 
well-foundeil, time would tell. 
Q. Did Mr. Russell ever inform you that the psychiatrists 
:treating Mrs. Beers had told him it would be bad for you to 
leave, Mr. Beers f 
Mr. Donovan: I object. It is treble hearsay.-Double is all 
rig·ht, but no treble! 
By Mr. Ba11knight: 
Q. Your answer to the question that you did not have any 
information whether your leaving would have a bad effect 
,on Mrs. Beers' condition-
A. My answer is "No." 
Q. ·what did you think of her condition on your visits back 
fo the house after March 4th, as compared to her condition 
before you ]efU 
A. l could see no outward, visible change. I would say her 
liostilitv on some ocasions was even more intense. 
Q. The hostility was more intense after you left than be-
fore, Mr. Beers 1 
A. On several occasions. 
Q. Did you feel at that time that your being 
J)age 60} away made her feel better about the whole situa-
tion! 
A. I cannot say. She never confided in me. 
Q. .Did she ever strike you~ 
A. Onlv once. 
Q. Ho-,~ did that happen 1 
A. I cannot remember the point that occasioned the out-
burst but it was one of many such outbursts and this par-
ticular one happened to occur one morning as I was getting 
·dressed ancl she was getting· dressed. She was disturbed 
:about something and, apparently what I said in response to the 
1·emark she made, angered her and she struck me. 
Q. How did she strike you 7 
A. vVith her hand. 
Q. Open or (llosed hand! 
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A. I thinik it was more of a slapping· blow w the shoulder 
than it was a push. 
Q. She was angry at the timef 
A. She wm,;: very angry. 
Q. She struck you once in twelve years, is that right, Mr .. 
BeersY 
A. That is right-and that is onee more than I eve:r strnck 
her .. 
Q. Yon ne-,1er stn1ck herf 
A. I never struck her. 
Q .. You sa'Y this emotional condition of hers became· acute-
when you fotmd out that Stuart was mentally retarded, is that 
rightf 
A. I would sav her outbursts became more vio-
page 61 f lent; her reaction fo the everyday events of life· 
be~ame more unreasonable following the defining 
of Stuart's condition. 
Q. Prior to the defining of· Stuart's. condition, you got along 
all right, didn't youf 
A. Ifrom time to time. There were times when we had. 
serious difficulties. 
Q. Did you eonside:r at that time removing yourself from 
this marriage f 
A. I did not. 
Q. Did I nnderstand yon correctly to say that you l1ad this; 
stomach condition from the time of the marriage! 
A .. I w01dd say that on occasions, perhaps no oftener than. 
twice a year in the early years of the marriage, I would have 
a stomach conrliiion following some. kind of big emotional out-
burst which I did not how to cope with; an emotional out-
burst on the part of Mrs. Beers,. that is". 
Q. That was even prior to finding out about Stuart's con-
dition? 
A. Yes,. that was prior to Stuart's birth .. 
Q. That was prior to Stuart's birth 7 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you ever have any difficulty with yo1Ir stomach prior 
to the marriagef· 
A. Very rarely.. · 
Q. Were there some· such occasfonsf 
A. There were some occasions, yes. 
Q. Where we1·e you employed in 1947f 
page 62 ~ A. In 1947, we were in the terminal stages of 
winding up a big publishing enterprise: in Wash-
ington. 
,-
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Q. Vl as that an independent venture? 
A. That was a corporation. 
Q .. Were you an officer therein f 
A. I was a stoekholder. 
Q. Were you an organizer. 
A. Yes. 
25 
Q. Did you have anything to do with the management of 
the corporation f 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was this idea for the business of the corporation yours Y 
A. Yes, it was. 
Q. In other words, you were launching your own business 
venture? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And there was considerable worry attached to that, is 
that righU 
A. YeR. 
Q. Do you think the worry over your business venture 
contributed to your emotional condition T 
A. I would say the home ~ituation and business venture 
combined to make it rough. Of course, the business venture, 
in the way it went, was a source of considerable worry. 
Q. The business venture failed f 
page 63 ~ A. Yes. 
Q. When did you obtain other employment Y 
A. ,T anua ry, 1948. 
Q. By that time, you had discovered Stuart's diagnosis, is 
that right? 
A. No, I don't think so; we knew Stuart was having diffi:.. 
culty but I d0n 't think at that time we had-as a matter of 
fact, it first became apparent that Stuart was not developing 
normally in the summer of 1947. In the fall of 1947, we de-
cided to see what we could find out and we began consulting 
doctors and other professional people for advice on what to 
do. For quite a period of time, the doctors were not sure 
whether Stuart's trouble was organic or whether it was emo-
tional. I would say that I, at least, did not accept the fact 
that he was severe]y retarded and had a definite brain dam-
age until late in 1948. 
Q. Late in 19487 
A. Yes. 
Q. ·what were you doing for a living at that time! 
A. I was with the Hoover Commission. 
Q. How long were you with the Hoover Commission? 
A. Approximately fifteen months. 
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Q. Then where did you go to work? 
A. I went to work in the office of the Secretary of Defense 
in the Pentagon. 
Q. Is that where you still world 
page 64 ~ A. No. 
Q. ·where did you go from there¥ 
A. From there to the Budget Bureau. 
Q. And from there? 
A. To the Department of State. 
Q. You are with the Department of State now? 
A. I am with an agency which was, until last August, a part 
of the Department of State, but is now an independent agency 
of the Department of State. 
Q. The job remaining the same? 
A. Yes. 
Q. All this time, Mr. Beer8, you were subject to the emo-
tional disturbauces and the home situation, is that correct, 
sir1 
A. Up until late 1952, I would say I was subject to rather 
continual and depressing anxieties. 
Q. ·what was your salary with the Hoover Commission 
when vou first started? 
A. i cannot recall exactly. I believe it was in the neighbor-
hood of $7.600.00 a year. 
Q. ·were these jobs clas::iified under Civil Service? 
A. Yes. 
Q. What was your grade? 
A. Thirte~n. 
Q. ,vhen you left the Hoover Commission, what was iU 
A. Thirteen. 
Q. Did you receive administrative raises? 
page 65 ~ A. Every eighteen months, yes. 
Q. Did you get efficiency ratings? 
A. Yes. 
Q. ,Yhat were those ratings? 
A. Excellent. 
Q. At what salary did you start in the office of the Secre-
tary of Defem:o? 
A. Also at thirteen, but I cannot remember what the actual 
dollar figure was at that time. 
Q. Did you receive any administrative increases during 
that period? 
A. I have received all administrative increases. 
Q. When clue? 
A. When rluc. 
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Q. vVliat were your efficiency ratings in that office 1 
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A. I believe my efficiency rating in the Pentagon was ex-
cellent. 
Q. ·what is your present grade? 
A. Fourteen. 
Q. "\Vh~n did you receive that promotion 1 
A. I receiverl it when I transferred from the Budget Bu-
il'eau to the Department of State. 
Q. Do you remember wh~n that wast 
A. February of 1953.. 
Q. And your efficiency ratings with the Budget Bureau? 
A. They changed the efficiency rating structure. 
page 6ti} I have "satisfactory" rating with the Budget Bu-
re&u. 
Q. I do not know whether you are qualified to testify to 
this or not; it is merely an opinion, but under the new effici-
·ency rating setup, is "satisfactory" comparable to ''excel-
lent?" 
A. I would ~ay--I wou]d not want to say, because the struc-
ture is differen~. I ,vould say that my work during that time, 
.as reflected in the ratings which I got, was "satisfactory" all 
during that period. 
Q. A.11 riglJt, sir. "\Vhen you moved out on March 4, 1952, 
l\frs. Beers remained. 1Yher~ were the children at that time? 
A. Stuart was at Corley School, in Leesburg, and Russell 
was at the Vacation Lane address. 
Q. He was with 1\frs. Beers? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you think it 8afe to leave him with Mrs. Beers when 
she was subject to all these emotional disturbances? 
A. I had misgivings about it and that is the reason I 
-checked eYny night on the telephone with him and also went 
out there every weekend to see how he was getting along. 
Q. You called him every night on the tel phone 7 
A. Almost eYery night. I ,von 't say I called every single 
night, but I called three or four times a week. 
Q. Di<l you not feel the environment there for him would 
be detrimental to him? 
A. I din. 
Q. Yon felt that when you lefU 
A. I said I had serious misgivings about leaving 
page 67 ~ Russell there. I felt that to take him out of that 
situation would be more upsetting· to him at the 
iime than to leave him there where he had his friends, his 
school and his neighborhood associations. 
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Q. You did not feel he was. in any plcysical danger,: did you, 
Mr. Beerst 
A. I did not. 
Q. When did Mrs. Beers leave that address¥ 
A. On the 16th of May, 1952. 
Q. Under what circumstances did she leave t 
A. She was going· to spend the weekend with ner father, in 
New Jersey. I came out to the house Friday afternoon and 
drove Mrs .. B.eers, in company with Russell, to the· station and!. 
put her on the train. She was quite withdrawn during the 
drive into town and, when she got out of the car, she said,. 
''I don't think I will be back/' and she went on into the sta-
tion. 
Q·. Did she amplify that statement t 
A. No. 
Q. What did she have with her! 
A. She had an overnight bag. 
Q. How did you determine she was going for tI1e weekend f 
A. I discussed it with her on the telephone. I believe the 
occasion was to go to lier father's house to participate in the 
division of some of her mother's property, her mother having 
died some months previously. 
Q. She informed you she was going· for tile week-
page 68 ~ end Y 
A. She did, when she called me, or, rather, when 
I talked with her on the telephone. 
Q. Do you know when she came back to the Vacation Lane 
home, Mr. Beers Y 
A. I believe it was August 24, 1953. 
Q. Do you know where she was in the meantime f 
A. I know she was hospitalized in New York City. 
Q. For that entire time t 
A. I don't believe for the entire time. I believe up until 
sometime in July of 1953. 
Q. Did you receive a letter from Mrs. Beers informing vou 
she was out of the hospital and was returning! .. 
A. I did. 
Q. When did you receive that Y 
A. Approximately mid-AngtISt .. 
Q. Of 19531 
A. Yes. 
Q. When did you actually move back in the Vacation Lane 
house from the University Club? 
A. The day she left, May 16J 1953. 
Q. Same dayt 
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A. Same day. 
Q. ·when did you move out again? 
A. On the 21st of August, 1953. 
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Q. Did the receipt of a letter from her informing you she 
was returning have anything to do with your leaving on Au-
gust 21, 1953, Mr. Beers? 
page 69 ~ A. It did, in this sense: when I had seen Mrs. 
Beers in New York in June, 1953, she had told me 
at that time that she planned to take up residence in the New 
York area. When I got the letter from her in the middle of 
August, it was an announced, abrupt change in her plans, as 
I had understood them. 
Q. Would you say then that the letter prompted you to 
move, Mr. Beers? 
A. I felt that, in the interest of Russell, he could not stay 
there with Mrs. Beers. I felt that was the factor in my deci-
sion to leave and take him with me. 
Q. ,v as there any reason he could not stay there with her 
in 1953, when he could in 1952? 
A. In my mind, yes. 
Q. What was that reason f 
A. I was not satisfied about her competency to look after 
him. 
Q. What happened between the time that she did look after 
him, when you left in 1952, and her return in 1953, to make 
you make that decision? 
~.\. Well, the nature of her illness, as I understood it, oc-
casioned grave doubts in my mind as to her ability to assume 
responsibility for the care of the boy. 
Q. vVas this new illness the same as she had before, Mr. 
Beers? 
A. I am not qualified to say on that. I would say, from 
what I understand of it, it would be an intensification of her 
illness, as I knew it before she left. 
page 70 ~ Q. Where did you go, Mr. Beers, when you left 
on A ug11st 21, 1953 7 
A. I drove to Indiana, to my father's home. 
Q. How long did you stay there? 
A. I stayed there a week-and-a-half. 
Q. Where did you return to? 
A. I returned to Falls Church to stay with friends. 
Q. At what address? 
A. 329 Maple A venue. 
Q. What is their name? 
A. W. L. Wright. 
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Q. Row long did you stay there 0/ 
A. Approximately six weeks. 
Q. Then where did you go? 
A. I moved to 4350 Lee Highway, Arlington, Virginia. 
Q. Did you stay at the University Club at all during that 
time? 
A. I did not. 
Q. Do you remember the exact date you went to your 
father's home, when you arrived there? 
A. I left on Friday, I believe the 21st of August, and ar-
rived the next afternoon, the afternoon of the 22nd. 
Q. Saturday, the 22nd of AugusU 
A. Yes. I would like to check those dates. (The witness 
checks calandar.) 
Q. Are those dates right? 
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Q. "\Vhen you left the house March 4, 1952, you 
did not take all your belonging·s f 
A. I did not. 
Q. When you left August 21, 1953, did you take all your 
belongings? 
A. I took all my clothes. 
Q. What did you leave? 
A. lfy books and even some of my clothes. 
Q. Some of your clothes Y 
A. Some of my clothes are still in the attic of the house. 
Q. Were those clothes you needed 1 
A. They were clothes I could use. 
Q. Have you asked Mrs. Beers to return them to you, Mr. 
Beers? 
A. No. 
Q. When you left at that time, was it your intention to re-
turn? 
A. I cannot truthfully sav I had in mind anv intention to re-
turn. All through thi°s di°fficulty of taking· "things one at a 
time, I cannot sny I had any firm intention one way or another 
at any point. I did not believe there was any chance of my 
returning to Vacation Lane but I cannot say I had no idea of 
ever ~·oing back there. 
Q. How about right now? 
A. I would not go back there and resume 
page 72 ~ residence with Mrs. Beers. 
Q. ,vhen did you form that firm opinion in the 
situation? 
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A. I don't believe I can fix a date. I think it is a decision 
] have gradually acquired.. 
Q. Did you take Russell to your father's home 1 
A.. I did. 
Q. Did you bring him back with you Y 
A. No, I :did not bring him back with me. 
Q. Since Mrs. Beers has been back in the Vacation Lane 
'house, that is, ·since .August 24, 1953, have you been to that 
J10use. Mr. Beers? 
A. I have been there on two occasions. 
Q. Did you see her when you were there? 
A. Ye·s. 
Q. Did you talk with her 7 
A. I cannot say I talked with her. The first occasion, 
Thanksgiving time, I delivered Russell there for the Thanks-
giving weekend from his school. At that time, in company 
with my brother I drove out there w·ith Russell's clothes, got 
·out of the car and walked up to the house, rang the bell, Mrs. 
Beers opened the door, pulled R.ussell inside and slammed the 
-door on me while sbe hustled Russell upstairs; whereupon the 
woman who was living there at the time with Mrs. Russell, 
admitted me to the house and took the child's clothes from 
me, and then I left. At Christmastime, I dropped Russell 
off there. I don't recall any words with Mrs. 
page 73} Beers. When I went to pick him up, I went into 
hall of the house and l\Irs. Beers was sitting at the 
dining room table and addressed no remarks to me at all in the 
meeting. 
Q. Do you lmow what was Mrs. Beers' physical condition 
from the time you left, in August, 1953, to the present time T 
A. I have had no way of determining what her condition 
was, no. 
Q. You do not know what it is todayf v 
A. No, I do not. 
Q. From the time Mrs. Beers left for this weekend trip, in 
:May, 1952, from May 16, 1952, to the present time, have you 
-contributed anything to M:rs. Beers' support Y 
A. Yes. 
Q. What have you contributed 1 
A. I have paid all the bills which were forwarded to me 
from the Vacation Lnne address, and I have paid, since Sep-
tember, the amortization and interest on the mortgage of the 
house on Vacation Lane, where she has apparently resided. 
Q. I don't want to go too deeply into this but is it true that 
that house is owned by you as joint tenants! 
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A. Yes· .. 
Q. What is the tofal you nave paid during that time for 
the principal and interest on the house? 
A. I have paid an average of $85.00 a month. 
Q. What is the total of other bills you nave· paidf 
A. I would want to look that up. 
page 74 f Q. Approximately? 
A. In the neighborhood of $140~00 to $150~00 re 
month. 
Q. Have you paid any medical or hospital bills for Mrs. 
Beers since May 16,. 19521 
A. I have not. 
Q. Mr. Beers{ I have asked you a considerable number of' 
questions developing Mrs. Beers' physical condition during the 
marriage but there is one tlling I did not ask you: is it true-
she had a miscarriage in 19507 
A. Yes-Wait a minute. Yes, in the autumn of 1950. 
J\fr. Bauknight: No further questions. 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Donovan: 
"Q. Mr. Beers, has Mrs. Beers filed a cross bill against you 
in this proceeding in which she asl{s that the divorce be 
awarded to her f 
A. Yes. 
Q. I take it, from your testimony on cross examination, that 
you have been looking after Russell. At what point did 
Russell return to you? 
A. Russell returned to me May 16, 1952. 
Q. And has he been with you ever since, except while at 
school 1 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you make arrangements for his schooling?' 
A. I did, yes. 
page 75 ~ Mr. Donovan: That is an. 
Bv the Commissioner : 
·Q. Mr. Beers, you and Mrs. Beers are both members of the 
Caucasian race? 
A. Yes. 
Q. She is not in the armed service of the United States, 
is shef 
A. No. 
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Q. Mr. Beers, you have recited a number of addresses since 
you left Vacation, Lane in March, 1952? 
A. I have. 
Q. Has it been your intention to establish other residence? 
A. My intention is to establish a permanent residence as 
soon as the difficulties between Mrs. Beers and myself are 
resolved. 
Q. Have you at any time intended to give up your Virginia 
residence? 
A. I have not. 
Q. Do you vote in Virginia? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Where do you vote? Is it in Arlington? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Your stay in Washing-ton, was that a temporary sojourn 7 
A. Completely. 
Q. Do you recall, with regard to point of time, when it was 
Mrs. Beers struck you? 
page 76 ~ A. I would say it was in January or February, 
1952.-I would amend that and say it was Feb-
ruary, 1952. I can fix the date by the date of the University 
of Virginia alumni dinner. 
The Commissioner: That is all. 
Witness excused. 
Thereupon 
STEPHEN LEE BEERS 
a witness of lawful age, being first duly sworn, testifies as 
follows: 
DIRECT EXAl\HNATION. 
By Mr. Turnbull: 
Q. Please state your name. 
A. Stephen Lee Beers. 
Q. "\\'11ere do you live? 
A. l.411 37th Street, N. W., Washington, D. C. 
Q. You are brother to the complainant, is that correct, 
sirT 
A. Yes. 
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Q. Do you know in what state your brother has lived for 
the past ten years or so? 
A. In Virginia. 
Q. Do you happen to know any of the addresses in Virginia 
at which he lived? Do vou recall the addresses f 
page 77 ~ A. I don't recall the ~ddress in Falls Church. It 
was Westmoreland Drive or Road. 
Q. That was just prior to the present home that he owns? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Where is the present home? 
A. 4272 Vacation Lane, Arlingion, Virginia. 
Q. How long have you known, the defendant, Mary R. 
Bee.rs? 
A. Twelve years-thirteen years. 
Q. During the time of their married life, have you visited 
frequently in their home i 
A. Yes. 
Q. Are Mr. and Mrs. Beers now living together? 
A. No. 
Q. Approximate as near as you can what date they sepa-
rated, please, sir. 
A. I believe it was March of 1952. 
Q. Where did Mr. Beers g·o, if you know? 
A. I believe be moved into the University Club, in vVash-
ington. 
Q. Did there come a time when he moved back into the 
home on Vacation Lane? 
A. Yes. 
Q. When was that, 
A. I believe it was in :May, 1952. I was not in ·washington 
at that time but I was up here frequently and I think it was in 
May. 
page 78 ~ Q. Did there come a time when you lived in the 
home with your brother and Russell V 
A. Yes. 
Q. When was that; when did you move in Y 
A. Middle of October, 1952. 
Q. Prior to their separation, did you have occasion to no-
tice Mrs. Beers' conduct toward her husband? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was that conduct such, in your presence, as would rea-
sonably cause embarrassment to Mr. Beers or reasonablv be 
expected to embarrass him or cause difficulties? ., 
A. There were those occasions, yes. 
Q. What did she do on those occasions? 
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A. Well, there would be outbursts of temper for no ap-
varent reason, as far as actual causes. They were more or less 
inconsequential thi11g-s, or at least they seemed so to me and 
it was rather an unreasonable attitude on her part. 
Q. Did these things occur before other acquaintances, too, 
in the home and out among friends f 
A. On some occasions. 
Q. Do you know whether or not that had any effect on her 
-friends or acquaintances visiting the home f 
A. I believe it did. 
Q. Did it cause comment or cause them to lea Ye 1-Did they 
1iave many friends come to the home in the last few years Y 
A. I would say there ,,:-ere fewer people coming 
page 79 } to the home among the acquaintances they had 
made here in vVashington, friends they had made. 
Q. Did you notice the effect on Mr. Beers' health, the effect 
,of these outbursts of temper, etc. Y 
A. Certainly, I think it caused him a great amount of worry 
-and definitely he was losing sleep and was considerably upset 
about the whole thing. 
Q. Have you noticed any change in his condition since they 
·separated Y 
A. Yes, I think he has improved. I know he is still con-
cerned about the present situation but he seems a good deal 
liappier. 
Q. Do you feel that, had he remained with his wife, his 
11ealth would have been permanently impaired or his nervous 
condition become permanent f 
A. Frankly, I am not a medical man and I would not be 
prepared to say whether it was permanent. I certainly think 
it would have been ag·gravated considerably. 
Q. Do you think had he stayed there, he could have con-
tinued in his employment effectively or efficiently Y 
A. I seriously doubt it. I know he was extremely upset 
and it certainly affected bis work, the amount of worry and 
bis physical manifestations that were occasioned, I presume, 
by the worry. It was certainl)r evident. 
Q. Did you at any time see him act toward his wife in any 
other way than a g·ood and -dutiful husband? 
page 80 } A. No, I think he was usually pretty restrained. 
Q .. Did you ever see him give her just cause or 
excuse for her outbursts, etc. T 
A. I cannot recall any that would justify her actions, no, 
sir. 
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Q. Did he, at all times, insofar as you know, do his utmost 
to keep the home and family together t 
A. Yes, I think so. 
Mr. Turnbull: No further questions. 
CROSS JiJXAMIN.ATION. 
Bv Mr. Bauknight: 
·Q. Have you been in the Navy ever since the warf 
A. No, I was on inactive duty from 1946 to 1950, when I 
was called back. 
Q. Wliere were you working from 1946 to 1950? 
.A. I was in New York for two years and came to ·washing-
ton the end of 1947 and have been here ever since. 
·Q. Where were you living in Washington Y 
A. We had a bachelor house in Bethesda-first we were 
in Walter Reed and then in Bethesda and I lived there until I 
was called back in the Navy. 
Q. You were called back in 1950 6l 
.A. Yes, the summer of 1950. 
Q. Where were you station.edY 
A. Norfolk. 
Q. When did you return to Washington f 
page 81 ~ .A. In October, 1952, I received orders to Wash-
ington. 
Q. That is when you moved to the Vacation Lane address 
with Mr. Beers! 
.A. That's right. 
Q. Was anyone else living in the Vacation Lane house a:t 
that time? 
A. My mother had been. ·when Mrs. Beers left the home,. 
my mother gave up her apartment in Silver Spring and moved 
into this home to look after the little boy. Then she became 
very ill-that was right after I came back-and she passe·d 
away. 
Q. During the period of time you worked in New York, did 
you have occasion to visit the Beers in this area? 
.A. I came down quite frequently on weekends. I have some 
friends here in. Washington and I would say it was perhaps 
on an average of once a mont11, or not quite that often, I would 
see them. It was just on weekends. 
Q. During the period you lived in Bethesda, how often 
would you see your brother and his wife t 
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A. Quite frequently. They lived in Falls Church, so I would 
say every two weeks, at least. 
Q. Once in two weeks 1 
A. Sometimes oftener. 
Q. While in Norfolk, how often did you visit them Y 
A. I spent practically every weekend I came up here. Un-
til my mother moved down, I used to spend weekends at their 
house. 
Q. Your mother was living i11: Silver Spring? 
page 82 ~ A. No, she did not move down here until, I think 
it was, the spring of 1951. Yes, that's right, and it 
was perhaps May of 1951, before she g-ot a two-bedroom apart-
ment where I would stay then on the weekend, but I would 
still see Bob and his wife most everv weekend. 
Q. During the time you lived with Mr. Beers on Vacation 
Lane, did you contribute anything to the running of the house-
hold¥ 
A. Yes. 
Q. W'hat was that? 
A. The amount? 
Q. Yes. 
A. One hundred :fiftv dollars a month. 
Q. Prior to March, i952, did you know Mr. Beers was hav-
ing psychiatric treatmenU 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you also know Mrs. Beers was having such? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Actually, isn't this so: that her behavior toward him 
was not so bad, because you visited every weekend during this 
period and-
A. I '11 put it this way: they were kind enough to give me 
a bed and a room when I crone up here ; that is, a place to 
sleep. Usually, I arrived late, driving in, and would go down 
Sunday afternoon, driving back to Norfolk. 
Q. "\Vas this more or less a bunking place? 
A. Yes. Most of my friends were in the Dis-
page 83 ~ trict of Columbia, but sometimes I would entertain 
some of them at Bob's house. 
Q. So you didn't actually see so much of the Beers; that 
is, your brother and his wife 1 
A. I saw a lot of Bob a11:d knew the situation domesticwise. 
I knew they were approaching a point where I felt somewhat 
uncomfortable and I did not feel-I was sort of caught in the· 
middle, as it were. If I came up from Norfolk and did not 
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stay there, it would have made them feel that I felt I wasn't 
welcome, or something like that. 
Q. Did they ever g·o out tog·ether in the evening while you 
were there? 
A. I think so. 
·Q. To the home of friends? 
A. 011: occasions, yes. 
Q. Did their friends visit them during this period? 
A. On occasions. 
Q. So actually, their social contacts did not cease altogether, 
did they¥ 
A. Not altogether, but they did very few things together. 
I think it was more in the line of keeping up appearances. I 
know that occasioned Bob some concern. He felt that the 
friends he had made here, it was rather difficult to see. He 
could not see tlwm too well with his wife. 
Q. Did you ever have occasion to talk with Mrs. Beers about 
the situation? 
A. No. If I had, sbe would have brought it up and I would 
have tried to avoid it. I cannot recall any specific 
page 84 ~ instances ; I know we never discussed it. 
Mr. Bauknight: That is all. 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Turnbull: 
Q. The $150.00 you paid, as you testified, was that for a 
specific purpose. Did that pay a particular bill? 
A. I suppose it paid my freig·ht there. 
Q. Was there someone else in the house there, taking care 
of iU A maid? 
A. Yes, we got a maid while mother was hospitalized, before 
I came back here actually; we had one there. 
Mr. Turnbull : That is all. 
By the Commissioner: 
Q. Commander, I'd like to ask you a couple of questions. 
A. Yes. 
Q. Just what was the nature of Mrs. Beers' outburts of 
temper Y Can you describe that for me? 
A. ,yell, they were just snapping your head off, so to speak, 
completely unexplainable lots of times. I would say expres-
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sions of exceeding annoyance on her part, which, to me, were 
not justified, or it might be her general behavior. 
Q. Did she seem irrational Y 
A. It was the only thing I could assume. At that parti-
cular moment, there seemed to be no cause for such action on 
her part. 
Q. To your knowledge, did the complainant do 
page 85 } anything to cause these outbursts? 
A. No. It may have been some very minor thing 
like (I will use an example, which I am not sure did occur) 
forgetting to take out the garbage. It was something very 
small that caused unreasonable outbursts. 
Q. In your opinion, has his health improved since the sepa-
ration of these parties Y 
A. Yes, I think so. 
Q. To your knowledge, has he been a resident of Virginia 
for at least one year prior to the filing of this suit, which was 
the 17th of August, 1952? 
A. Yes. 
The Commissioner: That is all. 
Witness excused. 
• • • • 
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DECREE OF REFERENCE. 
This cause having come on to be heard upon the pleadings 
and the papers heretofore filed and was argued by counsel; 
upon consideration whereof, it is ORDERED that this cause 
be and the same hereby is recommitted to Chester M. Brasse, 
Commissioner in Chancery, who shall take and return the 
testimony in this cause produced by the defendant in support 
of her answer and cross-bill for divorce and produced by the 
complainant in support of his answer to the defendant's cross-
bill for divorce and the Commissioner shall report to the 
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Court all such facts as he may be able to obtain as to the 
allegations raised in the pleBdings and a:11 such facts as may 
enable· the Co.urt to make a proper determination of tln.is cause:.. 
If testim4lny, is taken. of any witness or- witnesses residing out 
of the· Commpnwealth of Virginia, the same ishaU be taken: 
before some per.soo duly a11thorized to take depositions in 
divorce cases in the State- where taken.. The testimony to be-
produced by the defendant in support of her answer and cross-
bill for divorce shall be completed within sixty days from the 
date of tne entry of thrs order unless good canse 
page· 90 ~ otherwise· be· shown, to the Cou:rt. 
WILLIAM D. MEDLEY 
Judge .. 
Entered July 14tn, 1954. 
• .. • .. • 
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Filed Dec .. 2i 1954 .. 
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H. BRUCE GREEN, Clerk.. 
Circuit Court, Arlington County,: Va-
By V. LONG., Deputy Clerk .. 
• • • • 
Deposition of Dr. Peter F. Rega:n, III, taken before Irwin 
T. Shaw, a notary public in and for the State of New York,. 
at the Payne Whitney Clinic, 525 East 68th Street, N C!W York,. 
N. Y., on the 17th day of August 1954, at 3 :00 p. m., to be read 
as evidence in behalf of the defendant and cross-complainant,. 
Mary R. BeeTs, in the above entitled cause, pursuant to noticer 
dated August 2,. 1954, hereto attached. 
Appearanees: Robe-rt M. Beers, Esq.,. Attorney for Com-· 
piainant,. Aaron Lipper, Esq., of Counsel. 
William C. Bauknig·ht, Esq., and William W. Koontz,. Esq.,. 
Attorneys for Defendant .. 
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page 98 ~ PETER F. REGAN, III, 
having be<-m first duly sworn by the notary public 
herein, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Bauknight: 
Q. Would you state your name, please. 
A. Peter F. Regan, III. 
Q. Doctor, are you connected with the Payne Whitney Clinic 
of New York City? 
A. Yes, ~ir. · 
Q. What is your connection with the Clinic? 
A. I am the resident _psychiatrist of the Clinic. 
Q. Doctor, where did you receive your medical education 1 
A. At the University of Oklahoma, School of Medicine, and 
Cornell University, Medical College, graduating in 1949. 
Q. Did you receive an M:. D. in 1949! 
A. Yes. 
Q. Have you had any specialized training in any field of 
medicine. Doctor? 
A. In ·psychiatry Aince ,July 1950. 
Q. And what did that training consist of? 
A. Of two years at the Payne Whitney Psychi-
page 99 ~ atric Clinic and two years in the United States 
.Army as psychiatrist. 
Q. Doctor, have you had any articles or treatises in the field 
of psyr,hiatry published T 
A. Yes, four. 
Q. Would you name those, please. 
A. An article on '' Post Convulsive Psychopathological 
States in Electric Shock Treatment and Epilepsy.'' An ar-
ticle on '' Chronic Schizophrenic Reactions.'' An article on 
"Sub-coma Ir..su]in ~rreatment," and an article on" An Active 
Program· for N enropsychiatric Patients in a General Hos-
pital.'' 
Mr. Bauknight: Do you have any questions with regard 
to the doctor's qualifications T 
Mr. Lipper; I l1avcn 't. 
Q. Now, Doctor, you have access to the official records kept 
in the ordinary course of business by the Payne Whitney 
Clinic! 
A. Yes. 
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Q. Do you. have a record covering examination and treat-
ment of Mary R. Beers 7 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you have that record before you, Doctor¥ 
A. Yes, this is it. 
page 100 ~ Q. Doctor, do you know whether the entries in 
that record were made at the time of the events 
which they record or a reasonable time thereafter 0? 
A. The notes, nursing observations or doctor's notes are 
made contemporaneously. The abstract of the case is made 
periodically during the course of the patient's admission and 
completed within a matter of a week of the patient's discharge 
from the Clinic. 
Q. And does thnt hold tme with regard to all of the entries 
in the record before you¥ 
A. Except for letters from other people, follow-up letters, 
which have arrived at the Clinic, and other extraneous 
material. 
Q. Doct.or, referring, where necessary, to refresh your 
recollection, to th(:} official record of Mary R. Beers, would you 
tell us the date on which she was admitted to Payne "Whitney 
Clinic. 
A. She was admitted May 19, 1952. 
Q. At the time she was admitted was a psychiatric exami-
nation made of her? Let me change that, if I may. 
As a part of her admission process, was a psychiatric ex-
amination made ·t 
A. Yes. 
Q. "\Vould you tell us the result of that examina-
page 101 ~ nation. 
A. The psychiatric examination is part of the 
admission examination of a patient. The psychiatric exami-
nation on Mrs. Boers, as included in the abstract, is as follows: 
'' Appearance was disheveled. The patient was anxious, de-
pressed, tearful, restless, pacing with labile emotions and rare 
inappropriate smiles. Talk was rather disorganized concern-
ing the failure of psyschoanalysis and was completely self-
centered. At times she seemed suspicious, with a considerable 
thinking difficulty obviously present. At times her emotional 
expressions appeared histrionic and inappropriate. The 
whole stream of ,·erbal production lacked unity. Memory for 
remote and recent past was correct. Three unrelated records 
were correctly recalled in three minutes. Orintation was in-
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tact. ·The cowboy story was refused. Eight digits were ad-
vanced, three reversed. Serial sevens were correctly sub-
ti·acted from 100 u1 three minutes. Other calculations were 
a:efused. General intellectual evaluation was normal. Calcu-
lations were refused and symbolic definitions were 
page 192 '} refused. Reasoning and judgment and insight 
were poor.'·' 
That is the psychiatric examination as it appears in the 
history .. 
Q. As a part of the work-up of a case in the Clinic does the 
:staff prepare an abstract which would relate to symptoms of 
-.the patienU 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. vVas such an abstract prepared in the case of Mary R. 
Beers? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. ·would you read that abstract, please, Doctor. 
Q. The abstract for Mrs. Mary R. Beers, age 36, admitted 
May 19, 1952, is as follows : 
'' Complaint, agitation, incoherent talk. 
'' Present illness: The patient has always been a high-
strung, over-sensitive person, who is suspicious of the motives 
-0f others. In 1943 she moved her apartment when she felt 
that other women in the building were jealous of her and 
talked about her. There were no truly overt symptoms, how-
ever, until 1949, when the patient expressed ideas of reference 
concerning neighbors. In 1950, in the setting of great con-
cern over her defective son, Stuart, she developed 
page 103 ~ delusions that he was really a genius and had a 
special channel of communication with her in a 
telepathic way. She made arrangements to bring him home 
from the Devereaux School, alt bough this was plainly im-
practical. She reacted with great agitation to her husband's 
refusal and became increasingly anxious, suspicious and 
brooding, blaming others for her difficulties and lying in bed 
much of the day. Because of these symptoms she was re-
f erred to psychiatrists and entered into psychoanalysis with 
Dr. Joseph Abrahams in Washington, D. C., at her husband's 
request. The patient soon became completely dependent on 
Dr. Abrahams, spent more and more time lying on her bed 
"wrestling with her problems' and neglected household duties 
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and the care of her son, Russie.. She seemed chronically 
anxious, puzzling, ruminating and showed some· deterioration 
of habits.. She expressed the idea that an old girl friend 
was trying to get her husband and house away from her .. 
She lost weight and neglected her appearance. She became 
increasingly withdrawn, with no outside interests. or activi-
ties. In September 1951, following. her mother's 
page 104 ~ death, she became increasingly depressed and in-· 
decisive. She refused to talk with anyone except 
her analyst about personal matters, no matter how trivial.. 
Frequently she had violent outbursts of abuse against her 
husband,. who was becoming increasingly repelled by her .. 
Finally he left the home in February 1952, coming infre-
quently to vi~it and work around the house but sleeping at his 
club. She th.en made attempts to get him back,. all of which 
failed, and she began to become more withdrawn, made sui-
cidal statements, appeared agitated, indecisive, restless, with 
iucreasiug'ly incoherent talk. She continued daily analytic. 
sessions, but at home often cried out,. rolling 011 the floor 
and depreciating herself at times, staring into space appar-
ently out of contact for short periods ( one minute). De-
pression and agitation increased and in the past few weeks 
sleep has been poor, appetite poor, concentration 'just terri-
ble.' She has frequently been found weeping or lying on 
her bed staring at the ceiling with a bewildered look on her 
face. Impulsively she fled to her father's home 
page 105 ~ in New Jersey and he arranged for her admission 
at the Payne Whitney Clinic. No hallucinations 
have been noted. There has been no abuse of alcohol or 
drugs.'' 
That was: the history of her present illness .. 
Q. Doctor, when was that abstract which you just read 
prepared¥ 
A. I could only make an assumption. An abstract is us-
ually prepared either after a patient has been in the Clinic 
for six weeks, or if the doctor who has been taking care of 
the patient transfers the patient to the care of another 
physician. Dr. vVest had this patient under his care at the 
time of admission, and she was transferred to the care of Dr. 
Ostwald on July 1, 1952. The first part of the abstract and 
the course in the Clinic through July 1st is noted here as 
:Mary R. Beers, v. Robert :M. Beers 
Peter F. Regan, III. 
45 
being done by Dr. ,vest, so it would be done at approximately 
the end of June or the beginning of July by Dr. West. 
Q. Doctor, I believe you said that this abstract was pre-
pared as a routine step in the treatment of the patient in the 
Clinic; is that correcU 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Doctor, would you tell us whether there are 
page 106 ~ any nursing observations noted in the record that 
is before you. 
A. There are nursing charts in the record, not in the ab-
stract. 
Q. No, I said in the record. 
A. In the record, yes. 
Q. ·what are nursing observations m your procedure, 
Doctor? 
A. On the various floors of the Clinic there are charts 
prepared on which the nurses can observe the presence of the 
various psychopathological symptoms or signs as they see 
them. These charts vary somewhat according to the general 
level of behavior of the patients on the floor, so that there 
will be different charts for disturbed floors than for con-
valescent floors. On such charts observations on behavior 
would be noted by nurses. 
Q. Doctor, would you read the significant elements of be-
havior which are noted in the nursing observations on this 
patient during the months of May and June of 1952. 
A. The follo"'ing things were noted as being present: ' In 
normal behavior, which we separate in one category, she is 
noted as conversing, going to activities and reas-
page 107 ~ onably quiet. 
On abnormal behavior the following elements 
are noted: Resistive, pressure of talk, irritable, restless, un-
interested, depressed, self-depreciatory, hopeless, retardation 
of talk, anxious, tense, fearful, picks and rubs, resentful, sus-
picious, memory difficulties, compulsions or rituals, confused 
thinking, posturing, delusions, hallucinations, tearful, obtain-
ing sedatives, rejected by others, angry. 
That's all. 
Q. Doctor, does your record contain an abstract or sum-
mary of the course of treatment adminstered to Mrs. Beers 
. in the Clinic t 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. vVould you read that, please. 
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A. Do you want me to read it in toto? 
Q. How long is that statement, Doctor! 
A. Four pages. 
Q. Is it possible for you to summarize that? 
A. I think so. 
Q. Give us your summary of that statement, if you will, 
Doctor. 
A. The patient was admitted to the seventh south floor un-
der the care of Dr. West. She was irritable, rest-
page 108 ~ less, depressed, anxious, tense and tearful. Soc-
iability and self-care was poor. The routine was 
followed mechanically but without active participation. Pos-
turing was noted within the :first two weeks. Suspiciousness 
was present but no open hallucinations were seen. Delusions 
of reference are occasional but not ·well-organized. Nightly 
sedation was required. Sub-coma insulin therapy was be-
gun on May 28, 1952. Meanwhile, interviews were unpro-
ductive, the patient constantly talking about past problems and 
especially the problems of the past year. 
Insulin therapy continued until July 30th, and in the mean-
while the patient had been transferred from the care of Dr. 
vV est to the care of Dr. Ostwald. 
During July the interviews concerned mostly guilt over 
her failure in her analysis, desire to be with her son, Russie, 
desire to continue her marriage and the need to call other 
physicians, especially Dr. Gregg, to ask for help. She be-
came increasingly fearful and tense, having more and more 
depression with suicidal ideas, and finally repeated halluci-
nations of Dr. Gregg appearing in the hospital window. 
Despite intensification of the psychotherapy, the patient 
continued extremely disturbed. Finally, by the 
page 109 ~ end of August she related to all doctors and 
nurses in a desperate clinging dependent way at 
the same time expressing strong dissatisfaction and resent-
ment, appearing under great pressure to keep herself from 
lashing out at others. Electric shock treatment was begun 
August 26th and sub-coma insulin treatment was resumed 
on August 27th. These were continued until Octobei· 30th, 
when electric shock treatment was stopped, the patient having 
had twenty treatments, and on November 17th, when insulin 
freatment was stopped, the patient having bad a total of :fifty 
treatments during the second series of treatments. 
She continued during this time to make gradual progress 
in the control of compulsive behavior, restlessness and im-
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pulsiveness, gradually becoming more adjusted to the social 
Tequirements of the floors and gradually being able to get 
.along better with other patients. She began to visit less-dis-
:turbed floors, and .finally b~r first visit out of the clinic was 
.successively made on November 27th. 
Interviews largely centered about stopping her ruminative 
preoccupation with the past and getting her to deal with real-
ity. She· continued to improve behaviorwise until she was 
able to visit the most convalescent fifth floor each 
page 110 ~ night, which she was doing by the end of January, 
At that time she was transferred from the care of 
Dr. Ostwald to my care. She accepted this change well, and 
shortly thereafter was transferred on February 18th to the 
fifth floor. 
At this point the prospect of a divorce was brought up and, 
the patient was unable apparently to recognize the reality of 
this situation. Accordingly, it was decided to try to push 
her into making an adjustment outside the hospital without 
forcing the issue of a divorce. Efforts to get her into a job 
situation outside the hospital or to get her to adjust to social 
:situations were unsatisfactory, and therefore it was decided 
to make an open attempt to get her to recognize the reality 
--of the divorce and to plan her future on living by herself do-
ing· volunteer charity work in the community hospital library, 
possibly being accompanied by a companion. Discussions of 
the reality of this divorce situation resulted in a good deal 
of agonized crying during interviews, but finally she seemed 
to accept the idea, came to a recognition of the reality of the 
-divorce, was beginning to make plans for the future in the 
light of this realization. She was transferred then at the 
-0nd of March to the care of Dr. Carr. He continued with 
plans for the future, getting a satisfactory adjust-
page 111} ment to the outside situation in a protected atmos-
phere and ultimately she was discharged from the 
Clinic on July 13, 1953, the plan being at this time that she 
would go to the Lake Placid Club with a companion, and that 
a similar sort of arrangement would have to be kept up in-
definitely; that she would also continue in psychotherapy, it 
was our understanding, at Lake Placid .. 
Mr. Lipper: Off the record. 
( Discussion off the record.) 
(Mr. Lipper read the pages of the medical record above 
summarized by the witness.) 
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By Mr. Bauknight :. 
Q. Doctor, I believe· you said that Mrs .. Beers, npon release, 
from the hospital,, should have lived under a similar sort of 
arrangement. ·would you spell out briefly what type of ar-
rangement you recommended for her at the time·. 
Mr .. Lipper: It has already been answered, hasn't it¥. 
Mr. Bauknight: He said, I believe,. "a similar sort of ar-
rang.ement .. ' ' 
The Witness :. I can amplify it from what is 
page 112 ~ in this part of the abstract, if you want .. 
Q~ Just briefly, if you will .. 
A. I will ju~t quote this :. 
"On further discussion,. it was decided that tlie patient 
would profit from an early discharge with vacation at a resort 
with a well-organized routine for a good part of the summer:.. 
Following her return, she would then move to an apartment 
in the city, consider doing hospital volunteer work, make plans, 
to have Russie with her when she was firmly established and 
clarify Stuart's mental status. These plans were agreeable to 
her. Reservations were made at the Lake Placid Club, and 
she was well-satisfied with a companion, Mrs. Howard, a. 
pleasant, outgoing, cheerful, presentive,. well-groomed individ-
ual with similar interests and satisfactory experience in the 
psychiatric field.',. 
Q. Doctor, what was the diagnosis appearing in the 
Clinic's records as to Mrs. Beers' condition? 
A. Our statistical diagnosis was dementia praecox paranoid 
type. 
Q. Since that time, Doctor, has there been a change ac-
cepted in psychiatric terminologyt· 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 113 ~ Q. And under the· prevailing classification at 
this time1 what would the diagnosis which you 
have told ns be called f 
A. Schizophrenic reaction, paranoid type. 
Q. On her discharge from the Clinic, was. Mrs. Beers' con-
dition stabilized in any way? 
A. She seemed to have adjusted satisfactorily over the 
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month preceding her admission to a convalescent floor and it 
was certainly anticipated that she would be able to handle 
the plans that had been made for her. 
Mr. Bauknight: All right, Mr. Lipper, I think that will 
handle our direct. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Lipper: 
Q. Doctor, you of course never treated Mrs. Beers, did you? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You did? 
A. I treated her from January 26th to March ;jlst, 1953. 
Q. This record that you have been reading from, has that 
been made available to counsel for Mrs. Beers prior to today? 
A. No, sir, not that I know of. 
page 114 ~ Q. I see. Anywhere within the records that are 
before you doe~ the phrase '' hysterical schizo-
phrenia'' appear-anywhere Y Does that appear anywhere 
in those records? 
A. I haven't seen it, sir. 
Q. You are familiar with the record 1 
A. I have looked through it in an effort to find out pretty 
much the background of the case prior to this deposition, and 
I didn't see such a thing. I could check over part of it, if 
you want, now. 
Q. No, that won't be necessary. Is it a fact, Doctor, that 
Mrs. Beers was admitted at the request of Mr. Russell? Does 
that appear in your records? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And is there any arrangement set forth in that record 
as to whether l\fr. Russell was to pay for that treatment? 
A. Yes, sir. ·wen, the fact is in here that he was paying 
for the treatment. I don't know that the financial arrange-
ments-financial arrangements are usually not included in 
this record. Wait a second. My mistake. They were paid by 
Mr. Stanley A. Russell, Room 2814, 120 Broadway, New York 
City. 
Q. It is a fact, is it not, Doctor, that Mr. Russell is responsi-
ble for Mrs. Beers being admitted to the hospital f 
page 115 ~ A. I don't think that that would be correct in 
a legal sense. The admitting doctor would have 
the responsibility-
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Q. Forgetting the legal sense. All I want to know-
A. He requested admission, yes. 
Q. That is what I want to know. 
A.. Yes. 
Q. That is in your records, isn't it Y 
A. Yes. 
Q. Doctor, you made some comment somewhere along in 
your testimony that there was a record showing letters for 
Mrs. Beers. Do vou recall thaU 
A. They are not necessarily for Mrs. Beers. They are just 
letters from relatives, Mr. Russell and so on. 
Q. Are there indications in that record that Mrs. Beers 
received letters from Mr. Beers, her husband¥ 
A. May I look? 
Mr. Bauknight: Yes, take your time and look all through. 
Q. Surely. I assume you are testifying from those records, 
Doctor. 
page 116 } A. Yes. 
(The witness examines records.) 
Q. \Vhile you are lqoking for letters, Doctor, would you also 
look for records of Mr. Beers' visits, if you can find them. 
A. V\f ell, I can tell you. I don't find here-we have gotten 
past the point of her admission at this point-any letters 
from Mr. Beers to Mrs. Beers, nor would they ordinarily be 
in the record. 
Q. I see. 
A. The letters in the record are letters which come to us 
and are with reference to the patient, that is to say I have 
letters from Mr. Beers to Dr. Ostwald or to Dr. Cole or to 
Dr. Carr about :Mrs. Beers. 
Q. Inquiring as to her condition; is that it? 
A. These are with regard to divorce proceedings. 
Q. I see. 
A. And whether or not Mrs. Beers would be competent. 
From this he mentions a visit which he had with Mrs. Beers in 
December of 1952. 
Q. ,v ould you examine the records, sir, as to other visits 
of Mr. Beers, if you will. 
A. (no response) 
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Q. Doctor, is ther.e anything in the record which 
:page 117} shows that Mrs. Beers did not cooperate with her 
treatment 7 That is what I want to know • 
. A. No, sir .. 
Q. Nothing like thaU 
A. Not that I know of., no. 
Mr. Lipper: That is what I am interested i11. 
Thank you. That is all, sir. I am :finished. 
Mr. Bauknight: I have one more question, just to clarify 
ihe record. 
RE-DIREC'r EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Bauknight: 
Q. Do the medical records show that at the time of Mrs. 
"Beers' release she was what we would say in layman's termi-
nology ''cured''? 
A. She was regarded as improved at the time of discharge 
from the hospital. 
Mr. Bauknight: That is all. 
(Deposition concluded at '3 :45 p. m.) 
PETER F. REGAN, III. 
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The deposition of Dr. Hewitt Irving Varney, taken before 
CHE'STER M. BRASSE, Es-q., a Commissioner in Chancery 
of the Circuit Court of Arlington County, Virginia,. at hi~ 
office in the Arlington Trust Building,. Co.urt House Road,, 
Arlingt«m, Virginia, on the 22nd day of September, 1954, to bea 
read as evidence in behalf of the Defendant in tne above-en-
titled cause. 
Appearances: J oim A. K. D"on,ovan and J oli.n G .. Turnbull,, 
Esqs;, Coun~el for Complainant. 
Wm. Koontz and Wm. C. Bauknight, Esq., Counsel for De-
fendant. The Complainant in his own propel' person. 
Filed Dec. 2, 1954 .. 
H. BRUCE GREEN, Clerk 
Circuit Court, Arlington County,. Va-
By V. LONG . 
Deputy Clerk. 
page 122 f Thereupon 
HEWITT IRVING VARNEY 
a witness of lawful age, being first duly sworn, testifies as f al-
lows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Bauknight: 
Q. Please state your name. 
A. Hewitt Irving Varney. 
Q. Are you a practicing physician, Doctor f 
A. I am. 
Q. Where is your office located? 
A. 5904 Connecticut Avenne, Chevy Chase, Maryland. 
Q. Do you specialize in, any particular branch of medicine r 
A. Psychiatry. 
Q. ,vhere did you receive your medical training f 
A. At the Upiversity of Virginia College of Medicine, re-
ceiving my M. D. degree in 1935. 
Q. Have you had specialized training in the field of 
psychiatryf 
A. Yes. 
Q. Describe that specialized training, Doctor. 
A. I bad two years residency training at :McLean Hospital, 
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at Waverly, Mass., an,d iwo years at "\Vest Chester Division of 
"White Plains, N. Y. I was serving on the American Board of 
Neurology and Psychiatry in 1942. 
Mr. Donovan: No further qualification of the 
page 123 } doctor is necessary. ,ve concede the qualifications 
of the doctor. 
By Mr. Bauknight : 
Q. Doctor, did you have a patient named :Mary R. Beers 1 
A. Yes. 
Q. Are you treating her at the present time f 
A. Yes. 
Q. How long has sl1e been your patienU 
A. For approximately one year; since Aug·ust 31, 1953. 
Q. Approximately, how often have you seen her during 
that time? 
A. Generally two or three times a week. 
Q. I do not know that this is in the record, so I'll ask you, 
in order that it will be in, what is her age, approximately, 
Doctor? 
A. I think she is approximately 38 years old. 
Q. Have you diagTI;osed her condition for which you are 
treating her! 
A. Yes, I have. 
Q. What is your diagnosis t 
A. I would call her a sh-izophrenic reaction, paranoid type. 
Q. Is that diagnosis consistent with the diagnosis in 1952 of 
a shizophrenic reaction, paranoid type? 
A. Yes, it is. 
Q. Doctor, in your opinion, w·ould it be detrimental to Mrs. 
Beers' condition for her to testify in this proceeding? 
A. Yes, I believe it would be. 
page 124 } Q. It would be. And it would be your recom-
mendation that she not testify? 
A. I think it would unduly disturb her and it might ag-
gravate her symptoms. 
Q. Doctor, could you tell us briefly the basis for your 
diagnosis¥ 
A. I was informed that she had recently been u.nder treat-
ment in a New York hospital for a mental illnesa, 
Mr. Donovan: "\Ve object on the ground~ Qf liearsay; also 
it is immaterial and irrelevant, 1 
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Mr. Bauknight: How ab.out saving the objection until the 
doctor finishes the whole answer. I think it is rather dis-
concerting to the doctor to· be i'nterrupted at the end of each 
sentence. I sug·g·est the doctor testify and then the record 
co,uld be read back and Mr. Donovan could enter his objection 
t.o, ea9h word, if he wishes to. I think it is almost impossible 
for a witness to testify if he is conJantly interrupted. 
Mr. Donovan: °"Te want to make our objection at this point. 
The Commissioner: Counsel is entitled to make his ob-
jection at a~y time he sees ~t. I have no authority to rule 
on 'the objections, so it is best they be noted and go iu:to the 
record. 
Mr. Bauknight: I am suggesting, in the interest of an 
orderly hearing, that we will be glad to stipulate that the 
objections were timely made and waive any right we have to 
claim the objections were not timely made. 
page 125 ~ Mr. Donovan: vVhy don't we go on and we will 
try to limit our objections. ·we will object to any 
question based on opinion from a third person. 
By Mr. Bauknight: 
Q. Did Mrs. Beers tell you this information about her hos-
P,~talization? 
A. She did. 
Q. Go ahead with the answer to the question. 
A. At the time I saw her, she was emotionally disturbed, 
s~bject to outbursts of weeping or to outbursts of anger. She 
":.as very easily and violently ang·ered by the slightest frustra-
tion or annoyance. She was suspicious of many people, in-
cluding members of her family, her nurse and of me. She felt 
that people were continuously doing things to injure her in 
some ,v~y. During the time I have seen her, she has gradually 
.improved but she is still quite tense, given to quick shifts 
of em.otion, sudden outbursts of anger, easily disturbed by 
any slight or imagined slight on the part of friends or neigh-
bors or me. 
·· Q. Doctor, I believe you said you first saw her August 31, 
1953? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Based on your personal knowledge of her case, could you 
state whether it is likelv that her condition at that time had 
existed prior thereto? . 
A.- Yes, I would say it existed prior thereto. 
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Q. I know it is not possible for you to determine 
page 126 } how long prior thereto it existed but could you 
tell whether it is likely that the condition had 
existed for a considerable period of time¥ 
A. On the basis of my examination, it would be my opinion 
!that it would have been likely it had existed for several months 
.or several years. 
Q. Doctor, I would like tQ have you assume tl.iat you had 
.examined a woman of approximately. 36 years of age and you 
found that her appearance was disheveled, that she was, 
:anxious, depressed, tearful, restless, was pacing with labile 
.emotions and gave rare, inappropriate smiles, that her talk 
was rather disorganized concerning· the failure of previous 
psychoanalysis which she had undergone and was completely 
·self-centered, that during your examination she seemed sus-
picious, with a considerable thinking difficulty obviously 
present and at times her emotional expressions appeared 
histrionic and inappropriate, that her whole stream of verbal 
production lacked unity, that her memory for remote and 
recent past was correct, that she correctly recalled three un-
related records in three minutes, that her reasoning and judg-
ment and insig·ht were poor, and further assuming that for a 
period of a month and a half immediately following this exami-
nation, she was resistive, irritable, restless, uninterested, de-
pressed, self-depreciatory, hopeless, anxious, tense, fearful 
resentful, suspicious, tearful, angry, that she evidenced re-
tardation and pressure of talk, and compulsions or rituals, 
ihat she picked and rubbed, that she encountered memory 
difficulties, that her thinking was confused, that she postured, 
suffered delusions and hallucinations, that she re-
page 127 ~ quired sedatives and that she felt rejected by 
others; now, Doctor, assuming that your exami-
nation of this person gave those results and that these symp-
toms were observed, and based on your general knowledge 
as a physician and psychiatrist, can you state with reasonable 
certainty whether suc]1 person would be suffering· from a 
mental illness Y 
Mr. Donovan: I object to ''required sedatives.'' 
Mr. Bauknight: I will take out" required sedatives." 
By Mr. Bauknig·ht: 
Q. Assuming- that your examination of such person gave 
these results and that these symptoms were observed, based 
on your general knowledge as a physician and psychiatrist, 
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would you state with reasonable certainty whether such a 
person would be suffering from a mental illness! 
A. It is my opinion she would be, yes. 
Q. In your opinion,. what mental illness would such a per-
son have, Doctor t 
A. I would say some form of shizophrenia or shizophrenic-
reaction. 
Q. How serious would be such a person's condition 1 
A. Serious enough to require hospitalization. 
Q. Doctor, keeping in mind these same assumptions, if you 
would further assume that this person, approximately four 
years prior to the examination and observation of symptoms 
which vou have assumed, was informed by physicians that her 
three year old sou was incurably and hopelessly mentally de-
ficient, but that she refused to accept such opinion 
page 128 ~ as a reality, despite the fact that competent 
physicians and her own family members assured 
her of the fact, and that she had always been a high-strung·,, 
over-sensitive person, who was suspicious of the motives of 
others, that on one occasion she had moved her apartment 
when she felt that other women in the building were jealous 
of her and talked about her; that she had expressed ideas of' 
distrust concerning her neighbors, and that some two years 
before tl.ie assumed examination and observation of symptoms,. 
i~ a setting of great concern over her mentally deficient son,. 
she developed delusions he was a genius and had special 
talent of communicating with her throug·h telepathy while be 
was away at school, assuming these additional characteristics:-
and based on the assumed examination and symptoms you have 
already considered, and based on your g·eneral knowledge as 
a physician and psychiatrist, can you state with reasonable 
certainty whether such additional symptoms a:re consistent in. 
vour examination of Mrs. Beers Y 
· A. Yes, I would say so. 
Q. In other words, would you say, in your opinion, tlrnt a 
shizophrenic would have such symptoms f 
A. Yes, I think a paranoid shizophrenic would have such 
symptoms. 
Q. Doctor, once more going back to our original assump-
tion of the examination and observation of symptoms, if you 
will assume those again, and if you will further assume that 
this person, during· a period of four or five years prior to the 
time of the assumed examination and observing 
page 129 ~ of symptoms whicl1 we have used, was subject to 
violent and unreasonable outbursts of temper oc-' 
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casioned by seemingly insignificant things and that she was 
extremely sensitive to what she took to be criticism on, the 
part of family friends, even thoug·h there was no spoken 
criticism, but that she imagined such critical attitude on the 
part of family friends and also directed temper outbursts 
toward them, now, still based on the assumption of the exami-
nation and observed symptoms, and further based on the 
additional assumptions which I have just given you, and 
based on. your general knowledge as a physician and a 
psychiatrist, do such additional symptoms suggest any par-
ticular diagnosis to you Y 
A. It would suggest a diagnosis of a paranoid personality 
or paranoid shizophrenic. 
Q. In your opinion, would a paranoid shizophrenic have 
such characteristics f 
A. Ordinarily, some patients do. 
Q. Doctor, about Mrs. Beers' present condition, could you 
tell us briefly what her present situation is and what her out-
look is? 
.A. For the past several months, she has been living by her-
self, doing reasonably well in the management of her house-
hold and of her finances, making some fairly satisfactory re-
lationship with members of her family and some of the neigh-
bors; she is much less sensitive than she was when I first saw 
her, much less concerned about the criticisms of others, al-
though still inclined to be suspicious. She seems, 
page 130 ~ at the moment, capable of living in the community 
and I don't, at the moment, consider her in need 
of hospital care. 
Q. In your opinion, Doctor, is she capable of pursuing a 
gainful occupation Y 
A. She has not, as yet, demonstrated the ability to do this, 
no. 
Q. Do you feel she does need continued psychiatric treat-
ment, Doctor Y 
A. I believe she will need continued psychiatric treatment 
over a definite period of time. 
Q. Did I understand you to say at this time hospitalization 
is indicated f 
A. No, I did not. 
Mr. Bauknight: That is an. 
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CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Donovan: 
"'Q. Doctor, you testified that your original diagnosis dis-
closed ,\ .. hat you described as shizophrenic reaction residual. 
By "residual,'' I take it you mean it is a condition remaining 
over from a previous condition, is that correct? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. You there/ or think her condition is now better than 
it wast 
~~. Yes. 
Q. Shizophrenia, when in layman's language, 
page 131 ~ can be approached in terms of split personalityf 
Is that what you call it? · 
A. They used to use that term. I am not sure it is par-
ticularly applicable. ,ve g·enerally speak of a shizophrenic 
as a kind of person who has a considerable disorg·anization of 
his personality, disorganization of his thinking. If you want 
to call it split or disorganized, I prefer disorganized persona-
lity. 
Q. Is such disorganization a recurring affair or is it con-
tinuous? 
A. It is more likely to be continuous. 
Q. "\Vould it be continuous for an indefinite period 1 
A. Not necessarily. 
Q. It is curable, isn't it? 
A. They do get well. 
Q. They do get cured? 
A. That's right. 
Q. They do get completely cured 7 
A. Yes. 
Q. You described a previous condition which you assumed 
to be shizophre.nic paranoia.. Is paranoia a result of the 
shizophrenic condition f 
A. No, it is a sympton of it, a kind of shizophrenic re-
action. 
Q. And that part of it has now comparatively disappeared 
or been substantially diminished, is that right, Doctor! 
A. It has been substantially diminished. 
page 132 ~ Q. And is that condition of shizophrenic para-
noia a type of condition which suddenly comes 
upon a person? 
A. Generally not, no. 
Q. It is gradual, is that true? 
A. Generally, it comes· on gTadually. 
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Q. Are there case·s where it is sudden I 
A. There are cases where symptoms appear suddenly, al-
though if :on,e has had the opportunity of being observed over a 
l)eriod of time, it can be discovered that the symptoms have 
been coming on gradually over a considerable period of time. (Q. May the condition be substantially accelerated by men-
ial shock, Doctor t 
A. Yes. 
Q. In the absence of such mental shock, could that person 
bave continued to live a normal life? 
A. "\Vhat do you mean by ''normal life1" 
Q. You testified, Doctor, that the symptoms would not be 
-apparent necessarily over a period of years but might sud-
denly appear. I take it that a condition of mental abnormality 
is really a question of a symptom; that without those· 
symptoms, a person could live a normal life, could behave 
11imself or herself to the public normally in the absence of such 
mental shock, is that righU 
A. Yes. Would you repeat the last part of that question T 
Q. That such person, in the absence of such symptoms could, 
therefore, continue to exist in a normal relation-
pag·e 133 } ship to the public and to domestic life 1 
A. I would say it is possible that such a person, 
without a mental shock, might live for a considerable period 
,of time conducting herself and affecting· the ways of other 
people and handling her affairs in a reasonably average man-
1ier; but I would say, further, that few of us are able to live 
without experiencing some mental shock. 
Mr. Donovan: That is all. 
Hv the Commissioner : 
·Q. Doctor, assuming the same circumstances that you had 
before about this hypothetical person, is it your opinion that 
·eventually this paranoia would develop in such a person over a 
period of time, re~;ardless of what happened to her? 
A. I cannot add much to the last question. One could 
theorize that a person could live in a specially protected en-
vironment where everything- is easy and uo shocks, and that 
no one criticizes and no one belittles; that uo demands are 
made on such person and such a person may go on without 
-ever developing such symptoms. Unfortunately, or fortu-
nately, life is not lik~ that. Sooner or later we all experience 
frustrations of one kmd or another. 
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Q. TI1eJI I take it that it is- your opinion that in such an. 
instance as you described, it would be a rare occa:sion that 
the symptoms did not develop and that in most cases, this: 
would come out sooner or later, is tha:t correct Y 
A. I would think so, yes, without some form of treatment 
which might relieve the symptom or relieve the 
page 134 ~ condition or personality disorder early in its de-
velopment. 
Q. Is this paranoid pe-rsonality or paranoid shizaphrenia 
an inherited condition 1 
A. Opinions differ 011: that. I do not consider it so. 
The Commissioner : I think that is all. 
Witness excused. 
• .. • 
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Filed Dec. 2, 1954. 
H. BRUCE GREEN, Clerk 
Circuit Court, Arlington County, Va. 
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The deposition of STANLEY A. RUSSELL was tal{en be-
fore Chester M. Brasse, Esquire, Commissioner in Chancery 
for the Circuit Court of Arlington County, Virginia, in his 
law offices, Arlington Trust Building, Arlington, Virginia, on 
Thursday, September 9, 1954, commencing at 2 :05 o'clock p. m .. 
Present: John G. Turnbull, Esq.,. on behalf of the Com-
plainant; 
William M. Bauknight, Esq~, and W. W. Koontz, Esq., on 
behalf of the Defendant; 
Complainant in his proper person. 
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l\Ir. Turnbull: Before the testimony starts, I want to make 
a formal objection for the record which we may abandon at 
a later time, to the testimony taken of the doctor in New York 
as being in violation of the best evidence rule. All he testified 
to was nothing of his own knowledge but merely a record of 
an institution, in New York, and under the best 
page 137 ~ evidence rule the records themselves speak for 
themselves, and being· the best evidence should 
have been introduced in preference to this. We may with-
draw it later, but I want to put it in at this time that we will 
have it here if we want to use it. 
The Commissioner: The record will show the objection, 
Mr. Turnbull. 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. Turnbull: The parties have stipulated by counsel that 
all matters of support, maintenance and custody and prop-
erty rights shall be heard· ore tenus and are not before the 
Commissioner at this time. 
The Commissioner: All right. 
Thereupon 
STANLEY A. RUSSELL 
was called as a witness by counsel for Defendant and, having 
been fir.fist duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Bauknight: 
Q. ·wm you state your full name? 
A. Stanley A. Russell. 
Q. "Where do you live? 
A. Montclair, New Jersey. 
·Q. Are you related to Mrs. Mary R. Beers, the Defendant 
in this suit? 
A. Her father. 
page 138 }- Q. You are, of course, acquainted with Mr. 
Robert M. Beers, the Complainant? 
l\.. Yes, sir. 
Q. Mr. Russell, during the course of the mn rriage of your 
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daughter and Mr. Beers, how close was your relationship with 
them? 
A. I would say it was quite close. 
Q. Did you see them of ten i 
A. We saw them periodically, as parents usually do. 
Q. By "we," do yo1,1 mean yourself and her mother? 
A. Her mother. 
Q. Were you in a position to know what their marital re-
lationship was? 
A. Yes, as well as you could judge from contacts like that. 
Q. Did the closeness of this relationship extend to the other 
members of the two families? 
A. Oh, yes. , 
Q. ·would you enlarge on that a little bit? · 
A. ·well, wheneYer we had a family party or a Christmas or 
a Thanksgiving dinner, anniyersary, or something of that 
nature, we almost invariably, if Mr. and Mrs. Robert Beers 
were around, of course, they were there, and if not, Mr. 
Beers' mother and his brother were there. 
Q. Did Mr. Beers consult with you in regard to 
pag·e 129 ~ the financial situation of the parties during the 
· course of the marriage? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you render :financial assistance to Mr. and Mrs. 
Beers at any time f 
A. Yes. 
Q. "T ould you enlarge on that 1 
Mr. Tu,rnbull: I want to object on that. I thought the :finan-
cial and support matters were not to be taken up at this time. 
I do not know how far it is going·, but I thought I would put 
in my objection at this time because I think we are getting a 
little afield here. 
Mr. Bauknight: This is not going to the point of the custody 
or support or maintenance, but merely to show the closeness 
of the relationship of Mr. Russell to Mr. and M.rs. Beers. I 
will not g·o any farther than that. 
By 1\fr. Bauknight: 
Q. Mr. Russell, what was your impression gained from this 
relationship of how ].fr. and Mrs. Beers were getting along in 
this marriage? 
Mr. Turnbull: I object to the phrasing of that. I do not 
Inlow whether his impression is important. If he knows what 
it was, then he can state it. 
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lvir. Bauknight: You can strike that last question, then. 
J>age 140 } By Mr. Bauknight: 
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Q. Mr. Russell, you testified that Mr. Beers 
teonsulted y.ou with reference to his financial situation and you 
rendered assistance. ·what financial assistance did you ren-
.der to Mr. Beers 1 
A. "\Vell, I would say the answer to that takes two forms. 
In the first place, I would make Christmas gifts to them and 
.secondly, having established a custody account for my daugh-
ter which I operated, I had supervision over the account a11:d 
her withdrawals from the account in behalf of their family. 
Q. Did Mr. Beers consult with you with regard to this 
.custody account! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you explain the set-up of that account to him t 
.A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When was that, l\fr. Russell? 
A. May I refer to-
Q. If you need to refresh your recollection. 
A. It was early in 1946 or 1947. 
Q. That is the date that you and Mr. Beers first discussed 
±his custodv account¥ 
A. He knew of it back in 1942. 
Q. He kn,ew there was such an account 1 
A. Yes. 
Q. That was the date that the full details of that 
page 141 ~ account were discussed¥ 
A. No. He wrote me a letter which I have here 
early in January, either 1946 or 1947, in which he requested 
to be fully advised as to the nature of the account. 
Q. Did you so advise him? 
A. Later, when he came to New York, I so advised him. 
Q. Did you render any financial assistance to Mr. Beers 
with regard to starting a business venture? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What was that? 
A. When he got out of the service after the war, having 
previously been in the book publishing business, he conceived 
the idea of establishing his own book publishing business here· 
in Washington to publish, you might say, moderately priced 
lJooks at a dollar apiece, which idea I thought was g-ood, still 
think it was good, and in order to raise capital for that venture 
Mrs. Russell and I put in $25,000 in the stock of that com-
pany~ 
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Q. Was that quite entirely Mr .. Beers' venture! 
A. As far as management was concerned. 
Q. ·with particular reference to the post-war period, that: 
is, post-\Vorld War II, were· you in close contact with the 
Beerses and their marital situation! 
A. I think reasonably close, as you could be,, with periodi~ 
visits, plus the fact that Mrs. Russell was more 
page 142 ~ frequently in touch by visits. 
Q. Did Mrs. Russell relate to you the relation-
fbhipt 
A. Oh, yes. 
Q. Did you receive telephone calls as well as personal visits 
from the Beerses T 
A. Oh, yes, frequently .. 
Q. Letters. t 
A. Ye·s. 
Q. As far as: you knew, how did the Beerses get along in this; 
marriage up until the beginning of 1951 t 
A. Well, I had no knowledge of any difficulties, I mean, any 
extreme difficulties, other than the ordinary run of marriage 
difficulties until in February, 1951. 
Q. ,vhen they were together in your presence, prior to that 
time, did they seem like a normal married couplet 
A. As far as I could observe, yes, sir. 
Q. Directing your attention to August of 1950,, do you recall 
whether Mr. and Mrs. Beers had purchased a new home? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you see them shortly before or about the, time they 
were to move into the new home? 
A. Yes, sir. · 
Q. Did they discuss their plans with regard to the home with 
you! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What was their attitude toward their marri-
page 143 } age at that time f 
A. Well, Mrs. Russell and I visited them in 
August, 1950, at a little place which they had, I believe, for 
the month of August, in, I believe, at Sherwood Forest, Mary-
land, and as far as I could observe, their life was perfectly 
all right. 
In fact, they were rather excited over the fact that they 
were about to move into this new house in Arlington, and 
when we left Sherwood Forest we came here to Washington 
and to Arlington to see the new house .. 
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Q. ·when was the first indication you had that Mr. Beei·s 
was unhappy in this marriage Y 
A. I think it was February 7, 1951. 
Q. Did he talk to you about the marriage at that time T 
A. He came up to New York and had lunch with me, the pur-
pose of which was to advise me that in his opinion his wife 
needed treatments from a psychoanalyst. 
Q. Mr. Beers advised you of this himself? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did he suggest that she be given psychiatric treatment? 
A. He did. 
Q. Prior to that time, had you had any suggestion by . 
one that she be given psychiatric treatmenU 
A. Not that I recall from anybody. 
Q. This was Mr. Beers' idea at the time Y 
page 144 ~ A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you discuss the situation with regard to 
the future if the treatment worked out? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What was his attitude toward that, would you say! 
A. Well, bis explanation for the need of these treatments, 
as he expressed it. was that they had had difficulties and he 
felt these treatments would be helpful, and when I heard that, 
it aroused my curiosity somewhat, to what extent the marri-
age might have deteriorated, and I asked him the direct ques-
tion whether or not, if these treatments proved helpful, and 
she became, you might say; less difficult in his mind, what his 
reaction would be, and his response to me was that there was 
nothing he would like better, and those are his exact words. 
Q. Did he tell you at the time exactly what form the diffi-
culty that he found in the marriage took? 
A. Well, as I recall, it was differences between them, per-
haps arguments. Of course, all married life has those diffi-
culties, I guess, but the question in my mind was the degree 
to which it had gone as far as basically undermining the 
marriage, which is the reason I asked him the question. 
Q. "'\Vas psychiatric treatment arranged for Mrs. Beers 
after this conference T 
A. I think I expressed myself at the time as not having too 
much faith in that sort of treatment, but that if it 
page 145 ~ seemed advisable, I certainly would concur, and I 
believe the matter was left that he would return 
to Washington and would consult with a close friend of theirs 
who was a psychiatrist, Dr. Marshall Ruffin and that Mrs. 
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Russell and I would come down to vVashington, arrangements 
having been made whereby Mary would go to see Dr. Ruffin 
and then he would advise us his opinion as to her need for 
such treatment. 
That was the way it was left when he departed on this f4 
February 7th, 1951. 
Q. Did you then subsequently come to vVashington to dis-
cuss the need for treatment¥ 
A. Yes. Mrs. Russell and I went down, I remember, on 
Friday, the 16th of February, 1951, and arrangements were 
made or had been made whereby Mary went to see Dr. Ruffin. 
I believe it was Sunday, the 18th, and when she had left his 
office he telephoned us and expressed himself of the opinion 
that she needed such treatments. 
Q. Do you know whether she obtained such treatment from 
that time until May of 1952? 
A. My recollection is that following our departure that 
Sunday, several names were suggested and she finally ar-
ranged to have such treatments from a Dr. Abrahams. 
Q. Do you know whether she did, in fact, take such treat-
ments from Dr. Abrahams 1 
A. Oh, yes. 
page 146 ~ Q. Do you know how regularly or how often she 
consulted Dr. Abrahams during that time? 
A. She started in almost immediately after this visit and 
then there was an interruption of about two weeks because 
Mrs. Russell and I were going to Florida, and I thought it 
would be helpful to her if she went along with us, which she 
did, with the ol<ler boy, Russie, with the doctor's acquiescence, 
and then when she returned my understanding is that she took 
treatments for the-
Mr. Turnbull: If the Commissioner please-
Q. Just confine it to your own knowledge. 
A. I am testifying that she took a cab on each day and 
went out there. I know the bills were over $300 a month, for 
those treatments. 
Q. Did those bills representing this treatment bv Dr. Abra-
hams continue up to May, 19521 ~ 
A. Theydid. 
Q. It would indicate, as far as you know, at any rate, that 
she was undergoing such treatment until that date? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. During the period from February of 1951 to September, 
1951, did you have contact with Mr. and Mrs. Beers? 
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A. I am not sure whether we visited them in Arlington. 
Q. ,v ere there telephone calls? 
67 
A. Oh, yes, I am quite sure. Mrs. Russell may 
:page 147} have come down or I may have come down, but 
I know that Mrs. Russell and I talked once or 
:twice a week on the telephone. I might add that it was during 
this period that Mrs. Russell's health began to fail. 
The Commissioner: Excuse me just a moment, sir. You 
..cannot testify to anything that Mrs. Russell said because 
she is not here to make a statement. That is hearsay. In 
,other words, you do not know what her conversation was. 
Mr. Bauknight: I think he has said she telephoned often. 
The "\Vitness: That I know from the telephone bills, and 
then she passed away on the 15th of September, 1951. 
By Mr. Bauknight: 
Q. Did you at the time of Mrs. Russell's death see Mr. and 
lv!rs. Beers? 
A. Yes. They came to the services and likewise his mother. 
Q. vYas Mr. Beers' mother thereY 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you see Mr. and Mrs. Beers at Christmas time of 
1951? 
A. Yes. They came to the house with Russie, the oldest 
boy. 
Q. They visited your home 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How did they seem to be getting along at that time? 
A. As far as I knew or could observe, it was all 
page 148 } right. 
Q. After Christmas of 1951, when did you next 
see Mr. Beers? 
A. Mr. Beers 7 
Q. Mr. Beers, yes, sir. 
A. I think it was February 6, 1952. 
Q. What was the occasion of seeing him then? 
A. He came up to Ne,v York to see me, had lunch with me, 
and then advised me that he felt the tension, the atmosphere 
in the houes, his house, was such that it would be better all 
around if he were to leave the home and live elsewhere and 
return occasionally to do odd jobs around the house. 
Q. Did he tell ·?ou what he considered the status to be in the 
event that he did move out of the house T 
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A. Vl ell, he was thinking, and stating it in terms of what 
you might call a temporary separation. . 
Q. Did he state that to- you Y • 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What was your reply to him when ne informed you that 
he thought he should move out t 
A. I took the position that it was· not my business to get 
in between them; that they had to settle their own marital 
affairs, but that I thought I should raise the very definite· 
question as to the impact of such action on his part upon her .. 
Q. How was the matter settled at the conclusion 
pag.e 149 ~ of that conference Y 
A. In view of the fact that I was leaving for 
Florida in a very few days, I requested that he defer any 
action on his part of that nature until my return, and I prom-
ised him that I would come to Washington shortly after my 
return and we would discuss the matter further. 
Q. Did you discuss it further on your return from Florida 
with him! 
A. Oh, yes. 
Q. When was that discussion f Do you recall the date t 
A. Yes. It was on March 1 and 2, 1952. 
Q. Was that in Washington?' 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What did Mr. Beers tell you during that conf ere nee with 
regard to this situation? 
A. May I answer that in my own wordst 
Q. Yes, indeed. 
Mr. Turnbull: I think it would be rather required if' you 
can, to state what Mr. Beers said, if you can recall it. 
:Mr. Koontz : Let him answer the question. · 
Mr. Bauknight: Do you object to my question f 
1\fr. Turnbull: By saying '' in his own way what Mr. Be·ers: 
told him,'' if possible, I would rather have the exact conversa-
tion. 
Mr. Bauknight: The question is what did Mr. 
page 150 ~ Beers tell liim 7 
Mr. Turnbull: I think the conversation is what 
we need to get, rather than conclusions he may have drawn 
from it. 
Mr. Bauknight~ Yes. I think Mr. Russell understands he 
cannot testify as to his conclusion as to the purport of the 
conversation. 
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Q. What we want to know is what Mr. Beers stated at the 
time and what you told Mr. Beers. 
A. Vl ell, I do not know whethel' I can answer it correctly, 
but I wanted to give the backgrround of my going to Washing-
ton. 
Q. All right. 
A. After I had seen Mr. Beers on February 7, and before 
I left for Florida, I asked our family physician, Dr. Brenning, 
to please endeavor while I was away to contact Dr. Bierman 
in Vi ashington and through him Dr. Abrahams, who was giv-
ing the treatments to Mary, to ascertain, if he could, any ex-
pression of opinion as to the impact of her of the contemplated 
action of Mr. Beers in leaving the house. 
I wanted that information in preparation for my conversa-
tion with him when I returned from Florida. Then when I 
returned from Florida, Dr. Bierman advised me-
Mr. Turnbull: If the Commissioner please-
Q. You cannot tell us what the <loctor told you, 
page 151 ~ but let me ask you a further question. As a re-
sult of your conference with the doctor, did you 
tell Mr. Beers anything? 
A. I did. 
A. I told him that I thought it was a very serio_us matter 
for him to leave the house at that particular time, and of the 
possible impact upon her. 
Q. What was his reply to thaU 
A. His reply was that he had consulted on his own Dr. 
Bierman and he was under the impression or he felt that it 
might be advantageous rather than disadvantageous if he left 
the house. 
I thel'eupon requested that he consult further with Dr. 
Bierman in the light of the advices that I had received, and, 
that Dr. Bierman, in turn, consult with Dr. Abrahams as to 
the wisdom of his leaving the house, and then to advise me of 
the result. 
That he promised me to do, and that is the way the matter 
was left at the conclusion of our conversation in Washington 
on March 2, 1952. 
Q. In other words, on March 2, 1952, Mr. Beers was to ad-
vise you of any further steps, is that correct? 
A. That is right. 
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Q. When did you next hear from Mr. Beers f 
A. I received a letter from Mr. Beers dated 
page 152 ~ March 4, two days later. 
Q. Do you have that letter with you 1 
A. Yes, sir. There is the letter. 
Q. Mr. Russell, I show you a letter dated March 4, 1952, 
addressed to, '' Dear Sar' ', and signed, ' 'Bob. ' ' Can you 
identify that letter, sir? 
A. That is the letter I received from Mr. Beers following 
my visit to Washington on March 2, 1952. 
Q. Do you recognize that as Mr. Beers' signature? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Is the salutation, ''Sar,'' a familiar salutation to you T 
A. That was his custom. 
Q. To you? 
A. Yes. 
Mr. Turnbull: "\Ve will admit it for what it is worth. He 
did write it. 
Mr. Bauknight: Mr. Commissioner, we offer this letter as 
Defendant's Exhibit No. 1. 
The Commissioner: All right. 
(Said letter was received in evidence and marked ''Defend-
ant's Exhibit No. 1. ") 
By Mr. Bauknight: 
Q. Mr. Russell, after receipt of this letter of March 4, 1952, 
when did you next see Mrs. Beers Y 
page 153 ~ A. Well, I know I saw her on the 16th of May, 
but whether or not I saw her in between, I am 
not sure. I am just looking at my diary to see if I came down 
to Washington. Aparently I went to "\Vashington on April 
19th. I must have seen her then. 
Q. At that time, had Mr. Beers removed from the house Y 
A. Oh, yes. 
Q. ,vhere was Mrs. Beers living at that time? 
A. At the Arlington Home. 
Q. ·was Russie, her son, with her? 
A. Yes. 
Q. ,Vhen did you next see her after that occasion Y 
A. OnMayl6. 
Q. '\Vhat was the occasion on which you saw her then Y 
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A. I had asked her to come up for the week-end and had 
asked the other children to be there on Saturday, May 17. 
Q. To come up where? 
A. To my home in Montclair, New Jersey, for the purpose 
c0f distributing certain of the household effects which I no 
longer wante~, and it was about the third or fourth of sueh 
meetings for a similar purpose. 
Q. 1Vhat was her condition upon her arrival in Montclair7 
A. She arrived around 10:00 or 10 :30 that evening in a 
very nervous, tense, state. She paced the floor. She would 
110t sit down. She was manifestly in a highly tense or nervous 
condition. I was alone in the house except for 
page 154 ~ .servants, and I finally got her to bed with some 
sleeping tablets, but she was not in good shape. 
Q. Did you inform Mr. Beers of her condition? 
A. I did. 
Q. What did he say when you told him about her condition 7 
A. He expressed himself to the effect that he knew we would 
have a rugged week-end. 
Q. Those were the words he used f 
A. Those were the words he used. 
Q. ·what did you do about her condition at that time? 
A. Saturday, the following day, the other children came. 
She came down a little bit in the afternoon, but she was highly 
nervous again, and in the evening, as I recall it, I got in the 
family physician, Dr. Brenning, and on Sunday she was in 
such a state that she wanted to get on a boat right away and 
:she wanted Russie to come to New York right away and put 
in a call to Mr. Beers in Washington to get them to put Russie 
-011 the train immediately. 
Q. Mrs. Beers wanted to put in the calU 
A. She did put in the call and finally, Sunday afternoon, I 
11ad Dr. Brenning have quite a talk with her, and I adopted the 
line that what she needed was sleep. 
She told me she was not having any sleep. She looked it, 
:and finally, Sunday evening, Dr. Brenning gave her some 
sleeping dope that really put her to sleep, and she 
page 155 ~ did get a g·ood night's sleep, but she was in bad 
shape. 
Q. ·was slrn subsequently hospitalized in New York? 
A. Well, I do not know whether I ca:ri express the doctor's 
·opinion. 
Q. Let us put it this way. Did Dr. Brenning, your family 
physician, examine her 1 
.A. Yes, indeed. 
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Q. Did Dr. Brenning advise you with regard to what should 
be done with herf 
.A. He advised me she should be hospitalized promptly .. 
Q. Did you advise Mr .. Beers of this·. situationt 
A. I did. 
Q. Mr. Beers, then, knew that she should be hospitalized f 
.A.. Yes,. sir. 
Q. Did you tell Mr. Beers what hospital you were trying to 
get her in? 
.A.. Yes, sir .. 
Q. What hospital was that, sirf 
A. Payne Whitney Clinic, in the New York Hospital. 
Q. Did Mr. ·Beers object! 
A. No, sh: .. 
Q. Mr. Beers was in agreement with your I1aving her ad-
mitted to the Payne ·whitney Clinic! 
.A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Was she then admitted to the Payne \Vhitney· 
page 156 ~ Clinic t 
.A. It was on 1\1:onday, the 19th. 
Q. That is May 19-
.A. 1952. 
Q. How long was she a patient at the Payne Whitney Ciinict 
.A. Until July 13, 1953. 
Q. Did you visit Mrs. Beers frequently while she was a 
patient in the clinic? 
.A. Not until several months, becaus·e they wo.uld not allow 
me to. 
Q. The :first several months·, visitors were not a:llowedf 
A. That is right, particularly her father. 
Q. About how long was it before you were allowed to visit 
her? 
.A. It was pretty neariy six months. 
Q. After that time, <lid you visit her frequently¥' 
A. OI1, we took her out frequently and she was out to the 
house in Montclair. 
Q. Did you also visit her at the clinic r 
A. Well, I would call there and take her out. 
Q. Do you know whether Mr. Beers visited I1er while she 
was a patient at the clinicf 
A. My recollection is he was there twice to visit her. 
Q. After her admission to the clinic, did Mr. Beers discuss 
with you the marital situation.. 
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page 157 } Q. After Mrs. Beers was admitted to the clinic, 
did Mr. Beers discuss with you the marital situ-
ation 7 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Can you tell us the month and year in which such dis-
cussions took place Y 
A. I think the first time that the matter seriously came up 
was the early part of December, 1952, because prior to that 
time we did not know what would be the outcome of her case. 
Q. In December, 1952, what did Mr. Beers tell you with re-
gard to the marital situation Y 
A. He proposed to me the entering into of a separation 
agreement. 
Q. Was that what he called it Y 
A. I believe that is what he called it. 
Q. ·what was your reaction to his proposal t 
A. I suggested to him that he have his lawyer prepare a 
separation agreement and send it up to my counsel. 
Q. Was such an agreement ever entered into Y 
A. No, sir. 
Q. As a result of the recommendation of the Payne "Whitney 
Clinic physician, what arrangements were made for Mrs. 
BeersY 
A. The first arrangement contemplated was that she might 
have a little apartment in New York with some companion so 
that she would be near the clinic, or whether a psychiatrist-
Mr. Turnbull: I object to this. I think it would 
page 158 } be better what she did and what was recommended 
because if we get into all this, we are back into this 
record again. 
Mr. Bauknight: That is exactly what did transpire. 
The Witness : At my suggestion that for an interim period 
she should go to some resort with an associate to adjust her-
self after leaving the hospital after being there nearly four-
teen months, and I suggested Lake Placid Club which the 
doctors readily concurred in, and that is what happened. 
By Mr. Bauknight: 
Q. Did she have a companion when she went to Lake Placid 7 
A. She did; Mrs. Howard. 
Q. vVas that arrangement effected with the approval of the 
Payne Whitney Clinic? · 
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A. Yes, indeed. 
Q. Did her condition improve while she was at Lake Placid Y 
A. It was remarkable. 
Q. ,v as it then contemplated that she return to her home 
in Arlington Y 
Mr. Turnbull: If your Honor please, I do not know exactly 
how this works out. It must have been contemplated. We do 
not know by whom. 
Mr. Bauknight: All right. Strike the questio"Q. 
By Mr. Bauknight: 
· Q. Do you know after her improvement at Lake 
page 159 ~ Placid, whether Mrs. Beers informed Mr. Beers 
that she was returning to the Arlington home? 
A. She did. 
Q. Did she, in fact, return? 
A. She did. 
Q. Do you know when she did return¥ 
A. She returned on the 24th of August, 1953. 
Q. Do you know where she has been living since that timef 
A. Since then, she has been living at the Arlington home. 
Q. Do you know whether Mr. Beers has returned to the 
Arlington home since then? 
A. He has not, to my knowledge. 
Mr. Bauknight: All right, Mr. Turnbull, no further ques-
tions. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Turnbull: 
Q. ·what date would you say she came back to Virginia Y 
A. After the hospital Y 
Q. From Lake Placid. 
A. August 24, 1953. 
Q. Do you know whether or not that was because she had 
received a notice of this suit being filed Y 
A. No. 
Q. You do not know that Y 
A. I do know she had not received it. 
page 160 ~ Q. You are a consultant on financial matters Y 
Is that not your business, Mr. Russell Y 
A. Investments are my business, yes. 
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'Q. So it is normal for people to consult you about invest-
ments? 
.A. That is correct. 
Q. And a lot of people consult you about investments 1 
A. There are not too many. 
Q. You wish there were more? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Therefore, at the time prior to February, 1951, it was the 
.first time you said you knew that anything was going wrong, 
that you had any inclination that Mr. Beers was not getting 
.along with his wife? 
A. I do not recall of any time. 
Q. On that time he stated that his main reason for this 
treatment was so that the family could be together and they 
-0ould continue to get along, is that not correct? 
A. Yes. He thought it would be helpful 
Q. In other words, he was doing everything he could to 
keep the home together and keep the marriage a successful 
marriage, is that not correcU 
A. I think so. 
Q. That was the same in 1952 when be saw you and when 
he said he was moving out t 
pag·e 161 } A. Oh, no. 
Q. Did he not say that that was to the best in-
terests, he could keep people together better that way Y 
A. At that time, yes, he thought it would be helpful. 
Q. At that time, that is what he said Y 
A. That he was working toward a divorce. 
Q. He told you at that time, did he not-
A. He thought it would be helpful, yes. 
Q. And that was what he expressed to you? 
A. He thought it would relieve the tension in the house. 
Q. And there was tension in the house, was there not? 
A. According to him. 
Q. You again saw him in March of 1~52. I notice that you 
,did not call any meeting between March, 1952, and May, 1952, 
until you looked in your book. Do you recall any meeting 
that happened in that April meeting? 
You looked up in your book in order to refresh your recol-
lection as to having seen her between those dates. You looked 
in up in your book, did you not? 
Mr. Koontz: That is right. He said there was a meeting 
,on April 19 .. 
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Q. You said you were in V\7 ashington, April 19, and you 
must have seen her then Y 
A .. Yes .. 
Q.. Do you recall whether yon saw her or not f 
page 162 f· A. I am assuming if I was in Washington I cer:.. 
tainly saw her, and particularly because that was 
a weekend .. I saw Mr. Beers in the meantime, but I thought 
the question was asked of me about her. 
Q. Yes. That is what the question was. Did you see Mr. 
Beers at the same time in April, do you knowt 
A. I do not recall that. 
Q. You do not recall that, eitnerf 
A. No. 
Q. Did yon see Dr .. Abrahams in April f' 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Have you ever seen Dr. Abrahamsf 
A. I saw him March 1, 1952, before I tailrnd to Mr. Beers·. 
Q. Mr. Beers and yourself and Mrs. Russell, Senior, your 
wife, always got along pretty well together, did you uotf 
.A.. As far as I knew, v~ry well. 
Q. And Mr. Beers' mother and brother lived near you in 
New Jersey, is that correct, and visited back and forth! 
A. Yes. 
Q. So that there was no family uproar?' 
A. Oh, no, quite the contrary. 
Q. And yon have always up until this time, you have bacl 
a pretty good deal of confidence in Mr. Beers, have you not,, 
as a family man, taking care oi your daughter and so forth 1 
A. Yes, yes. 
Q. Russell Beers visits with you from time to 
page 163 ~ time still, does he not, or did until Mrs. Russel] 
died, is that not correct? 
A. Yes. Last Christmas, 1953, he was up with his motheJ". 
Mr. Turnbull: I think that is all .. 
By the Commissioner :-
Q. Mr. Russell, was your daugMer ever confined for a 
mental illness prior to the time of her marriage? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. To your knowledge, was she healthy and competent and 
so onT 
A. Oh, very. 
Q. ·when did it first come to your attention that she was 
having mental difficultyf 
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A. Well, of course, I will answer the best I can. The birth 
of the premature twins of whom one survives, Stuart, who 
is deficient, the realization of that to her was a terrific shock, 
which was followed in the fall of 1950 by a miscarriage, which 
again was a shock. 
Now, I would say that both her mother and I realized that 
she was underg·oing severe strain, but I had no realization of 
any need for what you might term mental treatment until Mr. 
Beers suggested it in February of 1951. 
Q. When was it that the twins were born t 
A. I think in 1945, in September, 1945. 
page 164 ~ Q. Did vou notice a difference from that time in 
her actions' 
A. No, I would not say so, except that I would say this, 
that she had abiding faith that this boy was going to be all 
right, and the fact that he was not-I mean, she did not seem 
to want to recognize it. 
Q. She would not face the fact that he was deficient? 
A. ·wen, you got to appreciate that the mother was entirely 
a family person and the daughter saw that point of view of 
life. 
Q. Did the birth of the defective child and at a later time 
the miscarriage have any exect on her actions with regard to 
getting along in the home T 
A. I cannot answer that except what she told me. 
Q. In other words, you did not notice any change i11: that 
way! 
A. No; in August, 1950, when we visited them, as I say, in 
Sherwood Forest, I observed nothing out of the ordinary. 
Q. On February 7, 1951, when Mr. Beers suggested to you 
that Mrs. Beers was in need of psychiatric treatment, did she 
appear at that time to be un.stable in any way? 
A. Well, I would say that she did not look too well in that 
she lost weight and you might say she was a little on the 
tense side. 
Q. Did that condition of hers seem to grow 
page 165 ~ worse as time went on T 
A. Well, it was worse in March, 1952, when I 
saw her, March 1 and 2-March l, 1952-I did not see her 
March 2. It was worse, and in May, of course, it was very 
much worse. 
Q. Do you consider that this was brought on by the events, 
that is, the birth of the defective child and the miscarriage Y 
A. I am not a medical man, but-
Q. Did they seem to have that effect? 
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A. I would say that the defective child situation, the mis-
carriage, the apparent tension in the home, perhaps were 
all contributing factors which I might add under some differ-
ent environment mig·ht have been overcome. 
The Commissioner : I think that is all. 
Mr. Turnbull: I want to object to the testimony on exami-
nation by the Commissioner as to his opinions as to the com-
mencement of any disorders, he not being a physician, and 
his answers :npt being entirely responsive to the questions. 
("Whereupon, at 3 :15 o'clock p. m., this hearing was re-
<'essed.) 
... • • 
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Filed Dec. 2, 1954. 
H. BRUCE GREEN, Clerk 
Circuit Court, Arlington County, Va. 
By V. LONG 
Deputy Clerk. 
REPORT OF COMMISSIONER. 
To the Honorable Judges of said Court: 
This cause, which was previously referred to the under-
sig:ned Commissioner in Chancery on December 11, 1953, who 
took the depositions of the complainant and of witnesses pro-
duced by him on May 5, 1954 and made a report thereon on 
June 8, 1954, was, by Decree of Reference entered on July 14, 
1954, recommitted to the undersigned Commissioner who was 
ordered to "take and return the testimony in this cause pro-
dueed by the defendant in support of her answer and cross-
bill for divorce and produced by the complainant in support 
of his answer to tbe defendant's cross-bill for divorce and the 
Commissioner shall report to the Court all such facts as he 
may be able to obtain as to the allegations raised in the 
pleading·s and all su~b facts ~s may enable the Court to make 
a proper determination of this cause.'' . 
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Whereupon, your Commissioner proceeded to take the de-
$itions of Stanley A. Russell on September 9, 1954, and of Dr. 
Hewitt Irving Varney on September 22., 1954, at the office of 
the undersigned Commissio1wr at 1515 North Court House 
Road, Arlington, Virginia, there being present the complain-
ant and his counsel for the defendant., and 
The said depositions having bee11a duly transcribed and con-
:sidered together with the pleadings, and the depositions of 
Dr. Peter F. Regan., III, taken in New York, N. Y. on August 
17, 1954 before Irwin T. Shaw, a Notary Public duly authorized 
to administer oaths and to certify depositions, your Com-
missioner respectfully submits the following report; 
Counsel for the Complainant and the Defendant have stipu-
lated that .all matters of support, maintenance and custody and 
property rights shall be heard ore tenus, and testimony was 
not introduced reg·arding these matters. 
With regard to the answer and cross-bill for 
pag·e 171} divorce by the defendant, your Commissioner finds 
and reports the following; 
1. That the defendant admits the allegations contain~d in 
paragraphs numbered 1, 3, 4 of the Bill of Complaint; and that 
parag-raph 5 of said bill is a custody matter. 
2. That the defendant denies the allegatio~s contained in 
paragraphs numbered 2, 6, 7 & 8 of the Bill of Complaint. 
3. That the defendant has failed to substantiate the allega-
tions contained in paragraph numbered 1 of her cross-bill for 
divorce. Your Commissioner reaffirms his finding i~ his re-
port of June 8, 1954 that the complainant was justified in 
leaving the defendant; and that he is entitled to a divorce a 
vinculo 1natrinwnii on the ground of cruelty amounting to 
·desertion. 
4. That the defendant has not corroborated the allegations 
in paragraph 2 of her said cross-bill. 
5. That the defendant has not shown that she was forced to 
return to the home of her father as a result of her illness, as 
·alleged in, par. 3 of said bill. 
6. That parag-raphs numbered 4, 5 and 6 of her cross-bill 
1iave been corroborated either by admissions of complainant 
or testimony of defendant's witnesses. 
7. That the allegations contained in paragraphs 7, 8 and 9 
of the said cross-bill concern matters which will be heard 
ere tenus by stipulation of counsel. 
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Y onr Commissioner further reports that considerable testi-
mony has been offered by the def end ant and cross-complainant 
regarding her mental illness. She is alleged to be presently 
suffering from a condition diagnosed as schizophrenic re-
action, paranoid type, according to- the deposition of Dr"'." 
Hewitt Irving Varney: {Deposition September ~2, 1954, page 
3, et seq.) and that she did Ilot testify in this proceeding be-
cause it would be detrimental to he:r condition .. 
Since tne answer and cross-bill f o:r divorce was signed by the-
defendant and cross-complainant in proper person, and swor~ 
to by he:r, and the incompetency of the defendant and cross-
complainant has IlOt been raised in the pleadings as a defense;, 
and further since there has been no legal adjudication of 
mental illness on the part of the defendant, your Commissioner 
believes that such testimony is not pertinent to the issues 
raised by the pleadings in this cause, which are be-
page 172 ~ fore your Commissioner. 
Your Commissioner certifies that timelv notice 
of of the completion and filing of this report has been given 
to Donovan and Tur11bull, Esqs.,. Counsel for Complainant" 
and Boothe, Dudley, Koontz & Boothe, Esqs.1 and Webb, Wood 
& Bauknight, Esqs., Counsel for the Defendant, by mailing 
them a copy of this report,. and all of the depositions taken and 
papers filed in this cause are herewith returned. 
Respectfully submitted this 2nd day of December, 1954~ 
• • 
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• 0 
• • • 
Filed Dec. 6, 1954. 
H. BRUCE GREEN, Clerk 
Circuit Court, Arlington County, Va. 
By V. LONG 
Deputy Clerk. 
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EXCEPTIONS TO COMMISSIONER'$ REPORT. 
Exceptions taken by Mary R. Beers, defendant, to the re-
port of Chester 1\L Brasse, Commissioner in Chancery, to 
whom this cause was referred on December 11, 1954 and to 
whom it was recommitted on July 14, 1954 by decrees entered 
herein, and which report bears date on the-- day of Novem-
ber, 1954: 
FIRST EXCEPTION: That said commissioner erred in 
his finding that the defendant denies the allegation of para-
graph 6 of the bill of complaint which alleges that the parties 
had not cohabited sin,ce March 4, 1952. 
SECOND EXCEPTION: That said commissioner erred in 
his finding that the complainant was justified in leaving the 
defendant, in that said finding is contrary to the evidence. 
THIRD EXCEPTION: That said commissioner erred in 
his finding that the complainant is entitled to a divorce a 
vincu,lo matrimonii, in that said :finding is contrary to the 
evidence. 
~,OURTH EXCEPTION: That said commissioner erred il\ 
his finding that the defendant has failed to substantiate the 
allegations contained in paragraph 1 of her cross-bill, in that 
said finding is contrary to the evidence. 
FIFTH EXCEPTION: That said commissioner erred in. 
his finding that the defendant has not proved the allegations 
of paragraph 3 of her cross-bill, in that said finding is con-
trary to the evidence. 
SIXTH EXCEPTION: That said commis-
page 174 t sioner erred in his finding that the testimony per-
taining to the mental illness of the defendant is 
not pertinent to the issues raised by the pleadings in this 
cause. 
WHEREFORE, the defendant prays that her said excep-
tions be sustained and that the bill of complaint filed herein be 
dismissed. 
• 
MARY R. BEERS, Defendant, 
By Counsel. 
• • • 
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MEMORANDUM. 
From: William D. Medley, Judge 
To: Donovan & Turnbull, Counsel for Complainant 
"\V. W. Koontz and W. C. Bauknight, Counsel for Defendant. 
This cause came on to be heard on the exceptions to the 
Commissioner's report filed by defendant and on the Motion of 
Complainant to Strike the deposition of Dr. Peter F. Riggin, 
III, on the memoranda filed and on argument of counsel. 
Upon consideration whereof the Court is of the opinion 
that the exceptions taken bv the defendant to the Commis-
sioner's report should be overruled, the report of the Com-
missioner should be confirmed and the :Motion of Complain-
ant to Strike the deposition of Dr. Peter F. Riggin, III, should 
be denied (it is noted that counsel was present at the taking 
of the deposition and no objection to the taking of testimony 
appears in the record). 
The Court is further of the opinion that complainant should 
be awarded a divorce a vincitlo matrim,011,ii. 
An order should be prepared pursuant to this memorandum 
and, after endorsement by counsel for both plaintiff and de-
fendant, presented for entry. 








WILLIAM D. MEDLEY 
Judge. 
• • • 
• • 
H. BRUCE GREEN, Clerk 
Circuit Court, Arlington County, Va. 
Deputy Clerk. 
Mary R. Beers, v. Robert U. Beers 
Stf!1nl,e11 A. Russell~ 
}Jage 18"5} 
... • 
Deposition ·of Stanley A. Russell, taken before G. L. Cun-
ningham, a notary public in, and for the City of Alexandria, 
in the State of Virginia., pursuant to notice, on the 20th day 
,of July, 1955, ·at ten o'cfock, A. M., at the offices of Boothe, 
Dudley, Koontz & Boothe, .505 King Street, Alexandria, Va. 
Present: J9hn A. K. DonQvan, Esq., Counsel for Complain-
:ant. 
William W. Koontz, Esq., 'William C~ Bauknight., Esq., At-
torneys for Defendant. 
Robert .M .. Beers., Complainant., in person. 
Whereupon, 
STANLEY A. RUSSELL, 
witness, having been by me first duly sworn., was examined and 
testified :as follows: 
DIRECT. 
Bv Mr. Koontz~ 
., Q. Will you state your name, please? 
:page 186} A. Stanley .!. Russell. 
Q. Where do you live? 
A. Cresmont Road, Montclair, New Jersey. 
Q. Are you the father of the defendant in this divorce action, 
:Mary R. Beers? 
A. Yes. 
Q. How many children do you have, all told t 
A. Four. 
Q. What are they? 
A. Mary Adele is the oldest; Stanley, Jr. is second, Ruth 
third; and James fourth. 
Q. Are all four of your children over the age of twenty-one? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Mr. Russell, what support do you contribute to your 
,childr,en Y 
A. I haven't contributed anytl1ing to any of them since they 
were age 21, except Christmas gifts and that sort of thing. 
Q. There are no regular monthly contribution.s of any-
thing! 
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A. Not one of them since they were twenty-one. .. 
Q. Has there l>een any fund established for the defendant m 
this case, Mary Adele Y 
A. Yes, there h·as. She has had ever since about tI1e latter 
part of' 1942, a custody a:ccount a:t the Chemical Bank in New 
York. 
page 187 f Q. Will you explain what this custody account 
is, and what its origin was¥ 
A. The original source of funds to her, as weU as tne other 
children,. was a legacy from a trust of my father's and at his 
death that trust ·w~s divided between the four children, and 
Ma:ry received her .share. At the age of twenty-one, I gave! 
each of the children $5,000. 
Q. Did you put that $5,000 in these custody accounts 1 
A. Well, I put them with the other funds from my f'ather_ 
In her case this was before the establishment of the custody 
account and, I think, late in 1942 I created the custody ac-
counts and, I think, late in 1942 I created the custody accounts: 
for all the children, including hers, and subsequently I made 
contributions to these accounts at CI1ristmas time. And then 
I invested and re-invested the funds and the profits to build 
up the account. 
Q. Now, this fund you say was established in 1942 f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What was the approximate value of the fund when it was 
established f 
A. I would say at the time it was established, it was about 
$15,000. 
Q. Now, how were withdrawals made from that account f 
A. Withdrawals were made-I should say first, I had com-
plete control of the account under written agreements between 
her and me, and between her and the bank, and 
page 188 ~ when she needed funds she would so advise me 
and I would instruct the bank to debit her cus-
tody account and send her a check for the amount of the 
debit. 
Q. Now, have you had occasion to make a study of the with-
drawals from this account since its establishment f 
A. Yes. 
Q. From what source did you obtain this information? 
A. I have in my office all the confirmations from the Chemi-
cal Bank involving every transaction, including withdrawals,. 
that took place in the account. 
Q. How was the fund built up over the years f . 
A. Well, fallowing these contributions, we made p1·0:fits. 
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Q. It was built up by contributions by you f 
A. First, my father, and then me, and then profits. .· 
Q. Can you give a history of the income, the withdrawals, 
and the market value at the end of each year, of this fund, 
since its establishment through the year 1954? 
A. Yes. 
















Net income for year Withdrawals 







317. (in red) 9,700. 
660. 
Net income for year 
$1,431 
280 






(asterisks indicate figures in red) 
Market value 











End of year 
$ 2,382 • 
13,670 • 
17,083 • 
Q. Now, at first her annual withdrawals from the custody 
account were what sum f 
A. In the beginning, the practice was for her to withdraw 
$600.00 twice a year. It was an exception to that in the year 
1944--
Q. What was that exception t 
A. When she withdrew an additional $1,400.00 which was 
applied toward the purchase of the equity in the Falls Church 
house. 
Q. "\Vas that the house purchased by Mary Adele Beers and 
her husband, Robert M. Beers Y 
A. Which was in Falls Church. 
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Q. What contribution did Mr. Beers make to the purchase of 
that house! 
A. Well, I made a gift to him of $500-
Mr. Donovan: I object, unless there is going to be qualifica-
tion as to Mr. Russell's knowledge of the money that Bob 
put in, and how he derived such knowledge. We can't as-
sume, because he made a gift to Bob, that went in the house. 
page 190 ~ By Mr. Koontz: 
Q. Do you know, of your knowledge, what con-
tribution Robert Beers made to the purchase of this house? 
A. Yes. 
Q. How do you know that~ 
A. I have letters from him. I can show them to you if you 
wish. 
Mr. Donovan: Not necessarily me, but something for the 
record. 
By Mr. Koontz: 
Q. What do these letters reveal was his contribution 1 
A. I made a gift to him of $500 for use on his automobile, 
and I loaned him $1,000 at the time and for the purpose of his 
contributing to the equity purchase of this house. 
Q. Did he make any further contribution to the equity pur-
chase of the Falls Church house 1 
A. Not to my knowledge. 
Q. Now, later, Mr. and Mrs. Beers sold the Falls Church 
house and purchased the house on Vacation Lane, in Arling-
ton County? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Did Mrs. Beers make a contribution to the purchase of 
that house! 
A. Yes. 
Q. "\Vhat was thaU 
page 191 ~ A. It was either $1,000 or $1,250.00. 
Q. From what source was the remainder of the 
purchase price derived t 
A. It was derived from the proceeds of sale of the Falls 
Church house. 
Mr. Donovan: Again, I object to the qualification of this 
witness. 
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A. Mr. Beers told me, and I think I have letters on that .. 
Q. Now, I notice the withdrawals for the year 1943 were 
$600; 1944-$2,600. Can you explain why that withdrawal 
was above the usual annual amount of $1,200? In 1945 the 
withdrawals were $1,200. Now, in 1946 the withdrawal was 
~$4,500. ls that correcU 
A. That is correct. 
Q. How can you account for that? 
A. In January, 1946, Mr. Beers wrote me a letter. 
·Q. Do you have that letter? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Can we see it please f 
A. (Presenting· letter) There is the letter. 
Q. I call your attention to this letter, and ask you what the 
date of it is T 
A. January 12, 1946. 
page 192 } Q. And it is addressed to '' Dear S. A. R. '' ·who 
is that? 
A. That is myself. 
Q. And it is signed "Bob." 
A. Bob. 
·Q. And that Bob is whom! 
A. Robert M. Beers. 
Q. And be is the complainant in this case 7 
A. That is correct. 
Q. And you recognize his signature? 
A. Yes, sir. 
l\f r. Donovan : (After examining letter) 
No objection. 
Mr. Koontz: I introduce this letter as Defendant's Ex-
l1ibit No. 1. 
Q. Mr. Russell, have you had occasion to determine where 
1:hese withdrawals went that began in 1946? 
A. Yes. 
Q. What is the source of your information on that? 
A. "\Vhen Mrs. Beers entered the Pavne-Whitnev clinic-
Q. When was thatf · · 
A. May 19, 1952. I requested Mr. Beers to supply me with 
-all of her bank statements, check books, cancelled checks, that 
he could find, which he did. Subsequent thereto, I have had 
correspondence with the banks in which accounts were main-
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fained by Mr~ and Mrs. Beers and Jia:ve complete 
page 193 f bank statements of accountS', arrd same additional 
detail beyond that which is availiible as a result 
of her cancelled checks and che-ck books stubs. Those are the 
sources of the information. 
Q. Did you make an analysis- of how these withdrawals were 
applied-to what purpose these withdrawals· were applied! 
Ar Ye·s:. 
Q. How did you break them down f 
A. I broke them down into these categories·: 
Mary R. Beers-clothes and personal 
Mary R. Beers-medical 




Real estate taxes 
Cash to Robert M. Beers 
Household maintenance and furnishings. 
Food and other household expenses. 
In addition to which there were certain capital items-new-
automobile, the Arlington house. 
Q. Is that the present house owned by the parties on Vaca-
tion Lane! 
A. Yes, sir. New furniture and furnishings for the Arling-· 
fon house, is one item, and cash payment to Robert M. Beers:.. 
Q. Now, how did you arrive at th~se categories into which 
you have broken down these expenditures? 
A. Well, insofar as the detail is provided by her· 
page 194 ~ cancelled checks and check books stubs·, the infor-
mation is precise. Other than that I nave a letter 
from the Falls Church Bank detailing the checks drawn of' 
$100 or more. This relates to a period during which her 
cancelled checks and check book stubs· are not available. In 
other words, part of the period- · 
Q. What was that period during which these cancelled 
checks or check books were not availablef 
A. None of heT checks book stubs or cancelled checks are 
available for the year 1946. They are available for a brief 
portion of the year 1947; they are available for approximately 
nine months of the year 1948; and thereafter they are com-
pletely available for every ye·ar. 
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Mr. Donovan: I object to the secondary evidence being 
offered here. The checks and other information of a primary 
nature being available, ought to be produced, rather than this 
schedule. 
Bv Mr. Koontz: 
"Q. In your compilation of these figures, to which Mr. Dono-
van objects on the ground it is secondary evidence, did it in-
volve many inquries and search of numerous records Y 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you personally make a search of these checks and 
records! 
page 195 ~ A. I did. 
Q. Do you have them available f 
A. Yes. 
Q. Are these figures which you compiled accurately made 
from the records made available to you? 
A. Yes. 
Mr. Donovan: If available they ought to be in evidence. 
The witness isn't qualified as an expert witness. 
Bv Mr. Koontz: 
"Q. ·what is your occupation, l\Ir. Russell t 
A. I have always been in the investment banking business. 
Q. Are you familiar with cost analyses and cost accounting? 
.. A .• Very familiar. 
Q. Mr. Russell, do you have available with you today the 
cancelled checks, the check book stubs and other records from 
which you compiled these :figures 1 
A. Yes, I have everything. 
Q. Are they available for examination by complainant's 
counsel? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. At any time he wishes to see them? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Are they available today? 
A. Yes. 
page 196 ~ Q. And at any time subsequent to todayY 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Mr. Russell, I hand you this piece of paper and ask what 
it is Y 
A. It is a breakdown of withdrawals by Mary R. Beers from 
her several bank accounts for the period from January 1, 
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1946 to March 31, 1955, broken down between the various 
categories of outlay which I previously listed. 
Q. And this is summary of the accounts and records which 
you previously have been testifying to Y 
A. Yes. 
Q. As to withdrawals from the custody account of Mrs. 
Beers? 
A. Yes, sir. These are the withdrawals from the checking 
accounts which were supplied from her custody account. 
Q. This is your breakdown of her expenses for those years? 
A. That is right and the purpose thereof. 
Q. Which you have compiled from the records concerning 
which you have been testifying;? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Koontz: We offer this as Exhibit #2. 
Mr. Donovan: I object on the ground it is secondary evi-
dence, and the primary evidence, being· available, should be 
offered. 
By Mr. Koontz: 
Q. Did Mrs. Beers have any other source of in-
pag·e 197 ~ come, except her custody account, which would 
supply the funds constituting these withdrawals 
from her checking account 1 
· A. None whatever, except Christmas gifts from me. 
Q. And you have a record of these Christmas gifts? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you take them into consideration in preparing this 
analysis? 
A. Those Christmas gifts went into these bank accounts, as 
well as withdrawals from her custody account. 
Q. ·wbat is the present position of the custody accountY 
A. It is in the red to the extent of over $17,000. 
Q. Can you briefly summarize why it is in the red Y 
Mr. Donovan: Doesn't the record show it is in the red be-
cause she drew out too much money 1 
Mr. Koontz: Strike that. Let me put it this way. 
Q. Is this custody account in the red because of withdrawals 
or bad investments Y 
A. Because of heavy withdrawals, beginning· in 1946. Prior 
to that time the account was in good shape. 
Q. Going back to the letter of January 12, 1946, which Mr. 
Beers wrote to you inquiring about the custody account, and 
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:saying he was coming to see you to obtain financial informa-
iion, did Mr. Beers have such a conference with you f 
A. Yes. 
page 198 } Q. At that time what did you tell him? 
A. I told him all about the account. 
Q. Was it following this conference the heavy withdrawals 
c0n the account began 1 
A. Yes. 
Q. Can you summarize the total withdrawals from this ac-
,count since 1946, first, and since its creation Y 
A. From January 1, 1946, through March 31, 1955, her total 
withdrawals were $55,650.00, and, in addition, for the three 
years of 1943 to 1945, both inclusive, they were $4400, which 
.again includes the special withdrawal of $1400 toward the 
purchase of the Falls Church house. 
Q. Mr. Russell, during the period of 1946 to 1952, when 
these parties separated, did you have occasion to give any 
financial assistance to the complainant, Robert M. Beers 7 
A. vV ell, I made Christmas gifts to him, as well as to my 
daughter, Mary. For instance, she received, in addition to 
these withdrawals from her mother and myself and my father, 
a total of $9,538.43 (consulting papers) and Mr. Beers re-
.ceived Christmas gifts from me of $5,800, in addition to 
which Mrs. Russell and I, in order to help him establish a 
book publishing business, between us, advanced on the pur-
chase of shares of this corporation that he formed, 
page 199 ~ the sum of $25,000, which, in the final liquidation, 
I think paid us back somewhere in the neighbor-
hood of $1,000. 
Q. When was this book publishing venture undertaken? 
A. I think it was in 1946. 
Q. When was it liquidated? Do you remember? 
A. I am guessing-it would be about 1948. 
Q. Now, is it correct that Mrs. Beers returned to Arlington, 
to the home of the parties on Vacation Lane, in September, 
1953¥ 
A. August 24, 1953. 
Q. From what has she met her living expenses at that resi-
dence from September, 1953 until the present? 
A. From funds withdrawn from her custody account. 
Q. How are those funds withdrawn? 
A. They have been withdrawn under my orders and de-
posited in a special account in the Security Bank in vVash-
ington. 
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Q. Have you maintained a :record of heY living expenses 
from September, 1953 until the present! 
A. I have until March 31,. 1955, and I have here-
Q. That is far enough. And does this. record include the 
contributions made by Robert M. Bee:rs Y 
A, That is an estimate on my part, based on his statement to 
me that he has paid for the interest and amortization of the 
house mortgage, in the amount of $85.00 per 
page 200 ~ month, and has paid the bills for electricity,. gas,, 
fuei and telephone. And in this connection I had 
Mrs .. Beers request a statement from these companies sup-
plying these services over a period of time, which :figures 
are incorporated as payments by him, and whlch cover most 
of this period and the balanec of relatively few months,. were 
based on the statement from the utility service companies. 
Q. Have you prepared a summary of the expenditures of 
Mrs. Beers and Robert M. Beers for her living expenses at the 
Vacation Lane home for the period September,. 1953 through 
March, 1955! 
A. I have. 
Mr. Donovan: Same objection, upon the groond it is sec-
ondary evidence when primary evidence is available. 
By Mr. Koontz~ 
Q. From what sources was this summary prepared!' 
A. She gives me a list every month of her expenditures and 
her monthly medical bills are paid by me by check drawn on 
this special account in the Security Bank, which is in her 
name, but which I control. 
Q. And the information as to the utilities was obtained from 
the utility companies! 
A. That is correct. 
Mr. Koontz: We offer that as- Exhibit No. 3. 
page 201 ~ Mr. Donovan: I renew my objection. 
By Mr. Koontz: 
Q. Do you have the information from which you prepared 
this summary available with you today f . 
A. Yes. 
Mal'y R. Beers, v. Robert M. Beers 
Stanley A. Russell. 
93 
Q. Is that available for examination by complainant's coun-
sel at any time¥ 
A. Yes, sir. 
That is all. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Donovan: 
Q. Mr. Russell, this custodial account, as you call it, ap-
pears to have been overdrawn, from your own statement, in 
1950, by the sum of $317.00, is that correct! 
A. No, sir. 
Q. What do the red figures $317.00 indicate, then T 
A. The heading at the top of the column is "Net income for 
year'' and the loss for the year was $317 .00. 
Q. Then, am I correct in assuming the '' Market value at 
end of the year'' would reflect the amount in the account Y 
A. Oh, yes. 
Q. I note in 1952, there is a red figure of $2,382.00? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. In 1953, there is a red figure of $13,670.00? 
A. That is correct. 
page 202 ~ Q. In 1954, there is a red figure of $17,0837 
A. That is correct. 
Q. This account w·as in your control throughout all this 
period? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. How did :Mrs. Beers continue drawing on the custodial 
account for the years 1953, 1954, since it was in the red, ac-
cording to your figures at the beginning of 1953, and through-
out the rest of the period? 
A. These :figures reflect the fact she has a loan at Chemical 
Bank in the amount of $25,000, and the difference between the 
$25,000 and the asset value of what is in the account is re-
flected in those red figures. 
Q. ·when did she borrow the money from the Chemical 
Bank & Trust Co. T 
A. It is several years ago. 
Q. Can you fix the date more exactly for the record 7 
A. (Consulting papers) I think it was in 1952. 
Q. Was it before or after the separation? 
A. I can't recall. I would have to ask the Bank. 
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Q. ·where was Mrs. Beers at the time the loan was made? 
A. I can't answer that without fixing the date. 
Q. Did you assist her in making the loan? · 
A. I guaranteed the loan. 
Q. When the loan was made what happened to the funds 
produced by it¥ 
page 203 } A. They went into her custody account. 
Q. Am I correct, then, in assuming that the cus-
tody account is now in the black, actually, according to the 
bank's :figures reflecting the amount in the custody account Y 
A. Except for the loan. 
Q. The money from the loan is in the custody account? 
A. No, it has been withdrawn-that is where the withdraw-
als came from. 
Q. ·well, didn't the withdrawals come from money which was 
at one time in the custodial account resulting from the loan Y 
A. Well, the loan, as I remember, it was built up gradually. 
Q. Was more than one loan? 
A. Well, there was as I recall it-I haven't the history of 
that loan with me, but as I recall it was first smaller and then 
larger and finally $25,000, and that money flowed into her 
account and was withdrawn from that account. 
Q. But the money actually was put in the custodial account 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. The custodial account is also in the Chemical Bank & 
Trust Company f 
A. That is where it is, yes. 
Q. Now, the Chemical Bank & Trust Company, in other 
words hasn't permitted her or you, having con-
page 204 } trol of the custodial account, to withdraw $17,-
083.00 that was never in the account 1 
A. It was in the account. 
Q. It was in the accountf 
A. Certainly. 
Q. So, these red figures are supplied by you rather than the 
bank? 
A. They are based on records of the Bank that took into 
account the loan of $25,000. 
Q. But not which took into account only the custodial ac-
count? 
A; The custodial account is part security for the loan. 
Q. How can it be security for the loan when there is nothing 
in it? 
A. I say part security, the balance rests on my guarantee. 
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~Q. You have testified you are expert in :financial matters, 
let me ask this. I presume the Bank submits statements from 
time to time as to the status of the custodial accounU 
A. Yes. 
Q. I presume further that the bank statement as to the 
teustodial account alone doesn't have any red figures in iU 
A. No, not the custody account itself. 
Q. That is what I mean. 
A. But the interest on that loan is debited to that custody 
account regularly. 
page 205 } Q. I see. You testified, Mr. Russell, that Mrs. 
Beers had several bank accounts 1 
A. Yes. 
Q. What bank accounts are they 1 
A. Except for small and periodic savings accounts, they 
were all joint accounts between Mr. and Mrs. Beers. The first 
.one was in tlie Bloomfield Savings Bank, which, essentially, 
was a joint account (checking papers) until about January 
1, 1946, after which that account was essentially Mr. Beers' 
.account. 
Q. vVhat do you mean "essentially Mr. Beers' "? 
A. On December 28, 1945, :Mrs. Beers opened a joint check-
ing account in the Falls Church Bank, and to the best of my 
knowledg·e and belief, she did not use the Bloomfield account 
.after that date. 
Q. You say she opened a joint account, I presume that signa-
ture cards were required from all parties that would be en-
titled to draw? 
A. I presume it would be, but it was her money that opened 
the account. 
Q. How much, and where did it come from 1 
A. She opened it with a deposit of $1,000 which came from 
her custody account. 
Q. I see. vVbat other accounts t 
A. Then they opened a joint account in the 
page 206 ~ Security Bank, in August, 1949, which was in 
reality a joint account. The purpose of that ac-
was almost solely for the payment of medical bills of the son 
Stuart and her own medical bills. 
Q. Security Bank where! 
A. Washington, D. C. There was also another joint account 
in the Security Bank which, however, to the best of my knowl-
edge and belief, was practically Mr. Beers' sole account, al-
though it was in joint names. The only transaction, insofar 
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as Mrs. Beers is concerned, that I can find in wmch she was 
involved in that account, wa:s a deposit of $2,.000 which she 
withdrew from her custody account and whieh was withdrawn 
to the extent of $750.00 against a deposit in the Falls Chu:rcb. 
Bank, a:nd the balance of the $2,000 apparently went as her· 
contribution of equity to the purchase of the Arlington house-.. 
Then, on January 25, 1951 ( checking papers) she opened a 
joint checking account with her own funds in the Arlington 
Trust Company. Those are all the bank accounts. 
Q.. Now, since the separation you have obtained from Mrs .. 
Beers a Power of Attorney appointing you attorney-in-fact 
for some purposes, have you notf 
.A. I reque'Ste~ .the Doctor at Payne-v\Thitney to s-ecure her 
signature to, as .I recall it, an authorization to have the banks 
supply me with full information on my request 
page 207 ~ regarding these bank accounts. 
Q. That was a notarized document, was· it not f. 
A. I am not sure whether it was notarized or not. 
Q. You are not an attorney? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. So, you are not able to tell us whether or not tI1e docu-
ment was in fact a Power of Attorney? 
A. I can't tell yon, but the banks accepted it. 
Q. And it had to do with her several accounts f 
A. My recollection is it had to do with the Security Bank~ 
the Falls Church Bank and the Arlington T'n1st Company. 
Q. Did it authorize you to make witlidrawals Y 
A. It authorized me to-the best way I can answer that 
question is that it must have been sufficiently broad to cover 
withdrawals, because I closed out the Arlington Trust ac~ 
count and deposited the funds in the Security Bank account,. 
which account is now designated Mary R. Beers, Special, by 
Stanlev A. Russell. 
Q. 1'7ben is the $25,000 loan to the Chemical Bank & Trust 
Company due? 
A. It is a demand note. 
Q. Has demand ever been made f 
A. No, sir~ 
Q. And you, I think, testified, are the guarantor of that 
loan? 
page 208 ~ A. That is correct. 
that loanf 
Q. And your· credit is, the ref ore, pledged for 
A. That is correct. 
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Q. You testified you advanced $25,000 on the purchase of 
shares in the book business Y 
A. That is right. 
Q. That was a corporation, was it not T 
A. It was. 
CJ. And you bought stock in the Corporation Y 
A. Mrs. Russell and I did. 
Q. And both of you lost money as a result of that invest-
ment¥ 
A. That is correct. 
Q. You are an investment banker or broker yourself, by 
profession f · 
A. That is correct. 
Q. And you have invested many times in many corpora-
tions, I take iU 
A. That is correct. 
Q. And they sometimes returned a profit and sometimes a 
loss¥ 
A. Quite right. 
Q. And in this particular case it wasn't a good investment, 
is that right? 
A. That is correct. As a matter of fact when that business 
enterprise failed, Mr. Beers offered to give me his personal 
note for that money and I declined, on the ground 
page 209 ~ that we had lost money before and I did not want 
to have the morale of the two of them burdened 
with an obligation of that kind hanging over their heads. 
Q. Now, Mr. Beers has, since the separation, made avail-
able to his wife an equal share of Federal Income Tax refunds 
has he not? 
A. I think by agreement between us he has done that every 
year except one. 
Q. ,vhat year was that' 
A. I am not sure, but I think it was 1950, or possibly-I 
am not sure, it mig·ht be 1951. 
Q. And do you know what amounts were returned to Mrs. 
Beers as a result of income tax refunds ? 
A. They have run-I am speaking now from recollection-
the last couple years in the neighborhood of four or five 
hundred. 
Q. Per year? 
A. Per year. 
Q. Are any of those amounts reflected in t l1e schedule and 
figures which you have offered in the record todayY 
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A.. Inofar a the check came into my possession, they were 
deposited in the Security Bank. 
Q. Then, they are reflected in the accounts you have shown 
there, is that correcU 
A. As a matter of fact I am not sure they were. 
page 210 ~ What I was trying to do was build up a statement 
of her withdrawals. 
Q. During those years the only income was earned by Mr. 
Beers, is that correct? 
A. During what-
Q. During years I have mentioned during which there were 
refunds, the only income was Mr. Beers, is that righU 
A. No, this statement shows she had some profits. 
Q. She had profits in 1951, 1952 and 1953? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. But none in 1950 and 1954 T 
A.. My guess is the !ed figure in 1954 arose primarily from 
the debit of interest on the loan to the account. 
Q. Now, in 1951, you show income for Mrs. Beers of 
$660.00? 
A.. Yes. Q. In 1952--$1431? 
A.. Yes. · 
Q. In 1953-$280.00 Y 
A.. That is correct. 
Q. Will you state for the record, if you know, whether or 
not Mr. Beers personal income was greatly in excess of those 
figures for each of the three years I have quoted? 
A. Yes, his income was upwards of $8,000-between eight 
and ten thousand. 
Q. Do your schedules give any credit to Mr. Beers for con-
tributions to Mrs. Beers' support as a result of 
page 211 ~ the income tax refunds? 
A.. No, because one of the primary reasons for 
her refund were her medical expenses. 
Q. You state heavy withdrawals began in 1946? 
A.. That is correct. 
Q. And you identified that date as being subsequent to a 
.visit Mr. Beers made to vou about a conference held with 
reference to the custodial account? 
A. Following his letter to me of January 12, 1946, yes. 
Q. To what do you attribute these heavy withdrawals 7 
A. As his letter states he needed assistance pending re-
establishment of his income. 
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'.Q • .And do you state he got .some assistance from the cus-
'!todial accounU 
A. In effect, what happened is she took over the major load 
cof the household expenses. 
Q. During that time were you still in control of the custo-
dial aceounU 
A.. Oh, sure. 
That is alL 
STANLEY A. RUSSELL. 
By: G. L. CUNNINGHAM~ 
Notary Public . 
qr .. • • .. 
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• • • • 
:Filed Sep. 29, 1955. 
H. BRUCE GREEN, Clerk, 
Circuit Court, Arlington County, Va. 
By V .. LONG., Deputy Clerk. 
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Alexandria, Virginia 
Monday, September 12, 1955. 
Appearances: John A. K. Donovan, Esquire, and John G. 
Turnbull, Esquire, for the Complainant. 
·wmiam C. Bauknight, Esquire, and William W. Koontz, 
Esquire, for the Defendant. 
Deposition of Robert M. Beers taken before Gilbert Halasz, 
a notary public for the State of Virginia in the City of Alex-
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andria and the Counties of Arlington and Fairfax,. pursuant 
to notice,. at 505 King. Street, Alexandria,. Virg.inia, at 10 :00 
a. m. on the 12th day of September 1955 to be read in evi-
dence on behalf of the defendant in the above-entitled cause .. 
page 221 } Mr. Donovan: I would like to have the wit-
nesses excluded, one from the other .. 
Mr. Bamknight: Mr. Russell is not going to testify. 
Mr. Donovan: Will counsel please state the reaso11 for l\Ir .. 
Russell's presence at the deposition today! 
Mr. Bauknight: Yes. As yon know, Mr. Donovan, the de-
fendant in this case, Mrs. Beers, is under psychiatric treat-
ment and her physician has testified that it would be very 
detrimental to her welfare and her course of treatment for-
her to testify in this proceeding. All along in this drawn-out 
case, for that reason, the information which normally would 
come from her and the assisiance that she would normally 
give counsel, if she had been able to, has been lacking from 
her and has been furnished by Mr. Russell who has access to 
her records, particularly her :financial records, cancelled checks 
and who bas compiled them ; and I think that in view of her 
circumstances it would certainly be inequitable to prohibit 
Mr. Russell from in any way giving counsel that assistance in 
the questioning of Mr. Beers. 
Mr. Donovan: Mr. Russell then is present as a representa-
tive of Mrs. Beers, is that correct f 
Mr. Bauknight: I don't know whetber "representative" is 
the proper word. Let's say as a substitute for Mrs. Beers, as: 
one who has custody and who has analyzed her 
page 222 f financial records. 
Mr. Donovan: You mean has custody of what T 
Mr. Bauknight: Of her :financial records. 
Mr. Donovan: Of her :financial records. And the deposi-
tion today then is as to :finances, is that correct 1 
Mr. Bauknight: That is right. If yon recall, we have gone 
into everything else. 
Mr. Donovan: All right. On that statement, you may 
proceed, counsel. 
Mr. Turnbull: I do want to put in the record that my ob-
jections to this testimony are that Mr. Beers has been present 
at the other taking of the other depositions and at any time-
during the course of the proceedings Mr. Beers's testimony 
could have been taken; that the delays in this case have been 
over a period of two years·, and at any time during two years: 
this testimony could have been had. 
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I further object because on all of these records information 
as to his income has been in the hands of Mr. Russell and I 
presume counsel, and all of the records of his expenditures 
of the years '52 and '53 have been in the hands of counsel 
and the records of '54 have been in the hands of counsel for 
the last week and the only new records are those of expendi-
tures during the year of '55 and these all are available and 
could be inserted in the record by mere acceptance and not by 
a lengthy deposition. 
page 223 ~ Mr. Bauknight: Is that all, )fr. Turnbull¥ 
Mr. Turnbull: Yes, sir, 
vVhereupon 
ROBERT M. BEERS 
the witness, having been first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified on his oath as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Bauknight: 
Q. Please state your name. 
A. Robert M. Beers. 
Q. Your address T 
A. 1121 Arlington Boulevard. 
Q. You are the complainant in this action T 
A. I am. 
Q. Mr. Beers, you were on active duty in the Navy during 
W or Id War II, were you not Y 
A. Iwas. 
Q. ·when were you released from active duty? 
A. March, 1946. 
Q. Prior to your release, did yon have plans as to your oe-
cupation after your release Y 
A. Yes. 
Q. And what did you intend to do prior to your rele_ase? 
A. I hoped with one associate to establish a publishing en-
terprise in Washington. 
(no page number) 
Q. In yonr plans in that connMtion, did you anticipate that 
your income would be irregular for a time? 
A. I did. 
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Q. And that in fact there might not be any income for a 
time! 
A. No. 
Q. That was a possibilityf 
A. A possibility but I didn't anticipate that. 
Q. Now, at that time, that is shortly before your release 
from the Navy, did you know that Mrs. Beers had an account 
which we have called in this proceeding so far a custody ac-
count? 
A. I did. 
Q. And did you know exactly what that account was set up 
for and how it operated? 
A. No, I was not clear on it. 
Q. Did there come a time when you wrote a letter to Mr. 
Russell and Mrs. Beers 's father with regard to that account? 
A. Yes. 
Q. vVas that letter written on January 12, 1946? 
A. I can't remember the date but I believe it is in the record 
and that was about the time it was written. 
Q. As a result of that letter, did you and Mr. Russell have 
a conference! 
page 224 }- A. ·w· e did. 
Q. And Mr. Russell explained to you the opera-
tion and setup with reg·ard to the custody account? 
A. He did. 
Q. In that conversation or conference, did you at any time 
discuss the use of that account for the maintenance of the 
-family, your family? 
A. I don't recall the exact details of the conversation but 
I would assume that that was one of the points discussed at 
that meeting. 
Q. Is it fair to say that the reason for the meeting and 
.your interest in the custody account at that time was that you 
knew you would have no regular income and at the same 
time you knew that your family had regular expenditures to 
meet? 
A. I was intending at the time or hoping to go into. a pub-
lishing enterprise and I was trying to round up all the facts 
concerning any possibility of income during that time. This 
was an account which belonged to Mrs. Beers. She was my 
wife and I talked with her before proceeding with these plans 
and I was interested in finding out that facts about what pre-
sumably was her property. 
Q. If your income, which was aparently to be irregular, did 
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not meet the demands of the family expenditureS:, what was to 
make up the difference? 
A. At the time I had in mind starting _this con-
il)age 225 } cern I was going to explore whether or not it was 
possible. I had an offer of a job pending from the 
.firm that I had been with in New York before the war. Had 
it not been possible for me to establish this operation, J would, 
,of course., have to accept the employment in New York which 
1ieither Mrs. Beers nor I wanted for me to do. I had funds to 
.finance the family operation for a period of some two or three 
months during which I intended to find out whether this con-
.cern could be established. If it were not possible, I would 
.accept the position in New York and go back to my old firm. 
Q. In other words, was the position in New York one that 
did not have to be accepted right away! 
A. Precisely. 
Q. Then, is it not true that the difference to mee.t the ex-
lJenditures was to come from the custody accounU 
A. Assuming that we started this publishing operation. 
Q. You did start the publishing operation? 
A. We did but that decision was not made until sometime 
:subsequent to my release from the Navy. 
Q. When was the publishing operation started? 
A. I can't recall when it was incorporated but sometime late 
in the spring of 1946, I believe. . 
Q. And the job with the old employer was still open at that 
time! 
page 226 ~ A. It was still open at that time. It was open 
for some time after the publishing operation 
:started. 
Q. Then the arrangement which you undertook was to last 
until you did again obtain a regular income, either through 
your own business or through accepting the position with the 
publishing company T 
A. That's right. 
Q. "'\Vhen did you again obtain a position with a regular in-
.come? 
A. vV ell, I had a regular income from the publishing busi-
ness. 
Q. "\Vas it the same amount of income each month 7 
A. Yes. 
Q. vVbat was the amount of that Y 
A. $300 a month. 
Q. Was that adequate to meet the household expenses! 
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.A. Not at the scale on which we were living at the time. 
Q. When you say, '' at the time,.'' you mean through 1946, r 
A. That's right. 
Q .. On until 1947-is that right f 
A. That's right. 
Q .. Did that scale continue nntil your se-paratfon or did it 
change! 
A. It increased. 
page 227 f Q. Do you mean that you ~vere living on a 
higher scale than people who in the same circum-
stances normally would 1 
A. vV e were }Lving on a much higher scale than someone 
whose gross income was $3600 a year. 
Q. Did you do a lot of entertainingf 
A. vVe did our share of it. 
Q. Did you have to do a Iot of entertaining in your business; 
connections 7 
A. Well, the demands there weren't too heavy .. I would not 
say that that was one of the great demands of my work. I 
was speaking more of social entertaining. 
Q. Would you say that you did more social enterfaining·than 
the ave·rage family in your position? 
A. I wouldn't say more, no. I would say, however, that we-
did reduce our standard of living in accordance with my $300 
a month income. 
Q. And by "standard of Iiving 11 you include entertaining!' 
A. I include the whole complex. 
Q. And this factor of non-reduction continued rigI1t up un-
til your separation,. didn "t itf 
A. It did. 
Q. On your entertaining, do yon mean entertaining guests: 
in yonr home or taking them out to dinner or going out, you 
and Mrs. Beers, alone Y 
A. Well, all of those things. I can "t recall speci-
page 228 ~ fie instances. All I am trying to say is that there 
was no decrease or decline in our regular standard 
of living. We did not entertain excessively nor abnormally 
little. We just went on as we had before. 
Q. And your standard of living, as you call it, continued 
at the same level even after yon got out of the Navy and your 
income dropped 1 · 
A. That's right. 
Q. And continued at about the same level until your separa-
tion Y 
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Q. Did there come a time when your publishing venture was 
abandoned? 
A. Yes. 
Q. When was that? 
A. I am trying to reconstruct the years. I believe it was 
December of 1947 that it was liquidated. 
Q. Is that when you began your work with the Government? 
A. I began in January, 1947. 
Q. 1948? . 
A. I guess it was '48. 
Q. Do you have ,vith you your records or can you tell us 
for the record your income for each year, 1947 through 1954? 
A. I have my income tax statements. This is 
page 229 ~ 1947? 
Q. Through '54. 
A. 1947, I showed a gross income from this book publishing 
venture of $2700. 
In 1948, a gross income of $6504.21. 
1949, a gross income of $7932.63. 
1950, a gross income of $7800. 
1951, a gross income of $8335.32. 
1952, a gross income of $8844.62. 
1953, a gross income of $9526.15. 
1954, a gross income of $9669.19. 
Q. Mr. Beers, that picture shows a very marked increase 
from '47 to '48 and gradual increases therefrom with the ex-
ception of the difference between '49 and '50 where there was 
some $100 less. Did your assumption of household expendi-
tures and support of the family increase in proportion with the 
increases shown in this history? 
A. It did. 
Q. Do you have records of your expenditures for each of 
these years f 
A. I don't have them in that form. I didn't have the time 
to work up the detailed presentation. I believe a lot of that 
information has been supplied to you before. I may have 
summary figures. I can give you detailed figures on 1953. 
Q. Let me say this: we have been furnished 
page 230 ~ a breakdown of your expenditures for 1951, 1952, 
1953 and 1954. Do you have the same type of 
breakdown of expenditures for the years prior to '51? 
A. I do not have that yet in that detail. As ~""ou can imagine, 
it is a great deal of work to work that up and I just have not 
had time to do it in the last few weeks. 
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Q. These figures Y 
A. I have the summary figures which were given to Mr. 
Russell some time back on the total household expenditures 
for 1947, 1948, 1949. 
Q. Don't you have a breakdown of those years which you 
kept at the time Y 
A. I don't have it summarized, no. 
Q. ·where did you get these totals from Y 
A. These totals were made up from tabulati_on of accounts 
which were kept during those years but they were never sum-
marized by years, annually. I have the totals here. That is 
the best I can do today. 
Q. Did you keep any different type of accounts for '47, '48, 
and '49 than you did for '511 
A. Yes, yes. 
Q. As a matter of fact, the accounts that you kept in '47, 
'48, '49 were more complete than the ones for subsequent 
:,ears? 
A. They were as far as expenditures were con-
page 231 ~ cerued. They were much more detailed. 
Q. vVould it have been any more trouble to sum-
marize those accounts which you kept completely than it was 
to come up with these figures on the later years where you 
didn't keep such Y 
A. It was a question of allocating my time to get ready for 
this thing. I figured that the more recent information was 
more significant. 
Q. You note your statement in this, this statement that you 
gave Mr. Russell, I think the one you referred to where it 
says that '48, '49, and '47 were the only years during which 
complete household accounts were maintained¥ 
A. That's rig-ht. 
Q. Is that statement true? 
A. That statement is true. Now, I have that-I don't know 
where the account book is. I could undoubtedly find it. But 
I think the records should show I have to do all the prepara-
tion in this myself. I don't have a staff of people to do the 
typing for me and do the rese~rch. I worked all week-end to 
prepare for this hearing here. And I just didn't have the 
time to go back over some eight or nine years and prepare 
detailed records on a week's notice. 
Q. You knew more than a week ag-o that this question was 
going to come up in this case, didn't you Y 
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A. I had no way of knowing that. I didn't re-
page 232 } ceive a notice of this hearing until last W ednes-
day. I was out of town. . 
Q. You didn't know at any time during the pendency, of this 
:suit that your receipts and expenditures would be in issue? 
A. I have been prepared to talk on them at any time and 
have been surprised that I have not been questioned before 
this. I would assume that I would have had enoug·h notice and 
.some indication that you would want detailed records for the 
last eight or nine years and that I would have had adequate 
time to prepare them. 
Q. How much time do you think it would take you to pre-
pare them without putting a strain on your timeY 
A. I think in including what I have done so far, that bear-
ing in mind that I have my job to attend to, I have my son to 
get ready for school, I can prepare the summary figures for 
'47, '48, '49 in three days if I drop everything else. 
Q. Let's see if we understand what we are talking about. 
vVhat we would like to have is the same breakdown for '47, 
'48, '49 and '50 that you have already furnished for subse-
-quent years. How long would it take you to put that to-
gether? Without undue strain on your time f 
A. My big problem is going to be finding those records 
Once I find the records, I can take them off from the account 
book and type them. And I would say that once 
-page 233 } I found the record book, and I am not sure where 
it is, it would take me perhaps a day. 
Q. Did you know that we have previously requested that 
information for these years t 
A. I have lost track of the amount of information you have 
requested. I do recall, however, that at the last hearing yo"! 
raised the question on three years, three past years. I am not 
mindful at the moment of what years they were. 
Q. Did you know that we had been told by your counsel and 
I presume with your knowledge, that we would be furnished 
such information at least a year ago? 
A. I didn't understand that. I understood at the last hear-
ing· that you would have that information but I didn't know 
just when you were to have it.. I am glad to supply it. I have 
,,noting to conceal at all. · . 
Mr. Bauknight: Counsel, will you furnish us that informa-
tion? 
Mr. Turnbull: We haven't got it. 
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Mr. Donovan: ls; this 011 the record or off the record 1 
Mr. Bauknight : It is on the record. 
Mr. Donovan: Counsel does not care to answer questions: 
on the record. 
Counsel will be glad to confer with counsel aftm:- the hearing~ 
• • • • • 
page 235 f Mr. Bauknight : Let's go off the record, the1L 
Mt. Koontz= Very well .. 
(Discussion . off the record) 
Mr. Koontz = It is stipulated by and between ccnmseI that 
the itemized breakdown of the complainant's expenditures: 
for the years 1947, r4g, '49 and '50 will be prepared by the-
complainant and will be made a part of this record .. 
Mr. Donovan: I agree to the stipniation. 
I think out of an abundance of caution I had better add toi 
that that the agTeement on my part to the stipulation does not 
in any way affect our general objection to all of this proceed-
ing entered by Mr. Turnbull prior to tile deposition today. 
Mr. Bauknight: All right. 
By Mr. Bauknight: 
Q. Mr. Beers, yon do have your total expenditures for op-
erating the household for 1947, '48 and '49, do you not! 
A. I do. 
Q. And is tliat the samef 
A. That is the same sl1eet I have, yes. 
Q. Would you put those in the record for us f Let me ask 
you what the total expenditures for operating your household 
for 1947 were f 
A. $9030.45. 
Q. For 1948? 
page 236 ~ A. $9824.86 .. 
Q. 1949? 
A. $10,997.93. 
Q. Do you have your total expenditures for operating Hie 
household in 1950? 
A. I have to work those up. I don't have those witl1 me. 
Q. For 1951, you furnished a statement some time ago show-
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ing your income and your disbursements with a breakdown 
of the disbursements. Is that a correct statement? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Would you tell us your income with a breakdown from 
sources and your disbursements with a breakdown as to pur-
poses for that year? 
A. All right. 
''R. M. BEERS-INCOME & DISB.UR.SMENTS 




Nat'l Serv. Life Ins.-Div. 
F. H. A.-Credit 
page 237 ~ ''DISBURSEMENTS 
Household Expenses 
Medical Expenses 




Cash Payments to M. R. B. 
Travel Expenses 




















Q. Now, the disbursements and income on here include only 
your income and disbursements therefrom, is that correct? 
A. That's correct. 
Q. This does not include anything that came from Mary 
Adele's custody account t 
A. Let me see the custody account. 
This is based on bank deposits and bank disbursements. 
Q. From your own income t 
A. From my own account. 
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Q. Nothing on here reflects anything from the 
page 238 ~ custody account? 
A. So far as I know. If it were deposited in 
my bank account it would be entered on the top heading there. 
Q. Is there any way you can tell by looking at this, or by 
your other records whether anything from the custody ac-
count is included 'in here 1 
A. Nothing from the custody account is included in this 
statement (Defendant's A). 
Q. Mr. B.eers, I would like for you to give us the same in-
formation for the year, 1952. 
Mr. Donovan: It ought to be on the record that counsel 
ltands to Mr. Beers a piece of paper for his examination. 
Mr. Bauknight: It is just a matter of saving some time in 
the mechanics because we don't want to put it in as an exhibit 
because it is the only one there is and we want to get it back 
and keep it. So it will be available. We could put it in as an 
exhibit, leave it in the record, or we can set it up in columnar 
form which will be much easier to read. 
Mr. Koontz: ,vhat you want to get at is the fact that we 
have been furnished it. 
Mr. Donovan: Yes. 
By Mr. Bauknight: 
Q. I want to correct that last question, Mr. Beers, I said, 
the year, 1952. What I mean is the period, January 1, 1952 
to June 30, 1952. We would like to have the same informa-
tion as you have just put in with regard to 1951. 
page 239 ~ A. I furnished this information on the 10th of 
November, 1953, the same date on which I fur-
nished the information for 1951. 
''R. M. BEERS-INCOME AND DISBURSEMENTS 
''JANUARY 1, 1952-JUNE 30, 1952 
"INCOME 
Net Salary 
Xmas Gift-J. A. R. 
Tax Refund 
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RMB-Business & Pers .. 
Automobile Expense 
Insurance 
Gifts & miscellaneous 
·Travel 
''SURPLUS $191.59 











page 240 } By Mr. Baulmight: 
Q. Mr. Beers, would you give us the -same in-
formation for the period July 1, 1952 to June 30, 19537 
A. Yes.. 
Q. State when that was furnished! 
A. This was furnished on October 14, 1953. 
Q. Would you give us the same information for the year 
1954¥ Do you have a copy of thaU 
A. You have one. 
Mr. Turnbull: We have the original and I think that one 
:should be put in the record-both ways if you want it, but I 
think it should be put in the record, the whole thing put in. 
The Witness: All right, sir. 
''SUMMARY OF INCOME AND EXPENDITURES 
''July 1, 1952-J une 30, 1953 
"'INCOME 
Salary-Net 
Dividends & Estate Inc. 
Board-paid by S. L. B. 
Tax Refunds 







1Include expenses of separate maintenance March through 
May. 
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''EXPENSES 
Household mortgage & maint. $1166.0Si 
page 241 ~ Utilities-Heat & Laundry $ 486.05 
Wages-Servant 1290.00 
Cash Expenses 1435.00 
Medica1--Exclusive of Stuart 621.00 
Stuart-Expenses 1505.00 
R. M. B.-Clothes, Camp, Etc. 394.76 
R. M. B.-ausiness Expenses 416.9S 
R. M. B.~CIQthes,. formals. 306.07 
Insurance· · ·. 431.58 
Vacation & Travel 219.90 
Virginia Taxes Paid 309.19, 
Gifts 82.80 
Ford 936.98, 
Automobile Expense 409.06 
Miscellaneous 91.36 
Legal Fees Paid 100.00 
"NET DEFICIT-$964.34'" 
By Mr. Bauknight: 
$10,201.91 
Q. Mr. Beers, can you give us the dis"blirsements which you: 
incurred in the calendar year 1954 with a reasonable break-
down thereof? 
.A. Yes, I can. 
"ROBERT :M. BEERS 
'' SUMMARY OF DISBURSEMENTS FOR 1954 
page 242 ~ "Category 
Mary R. Beers : payments made 




Dry cleaning and laundry 
Office parking @ $15 per month 
University Club dues 
Miscellaneous 
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Russell Beers, expenses : 
St. Paul's School 
Camp Gunston· 
4 round trips to Indiana@ $50 
Cost of visits to & from school 
Miscellaneous, incl. clothing 






Medical Expenses, Robert M. & Russell Beers 
Vacation Expenses: Robert M & Russell Beers 
page 243 ~ Automobile Expenses: 
Repairs and Maintenance 




St. Andrew's Episcopal Church 
Community Chest 
Red Cross 
Miscellaneous Expenses : 
Life Insurance Premiums 
Casualty Insurance 
C. R. Beers, funeral expenses 























By Mr. Bauknight: 
Q. Is it true that in all of these statements that you have 
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given us this morning, transactions affecting the 
page 244 ~ custody account do not appear? 
A. That's correct. 
Q. In other words, all of the income and all of the disburse-
ments in those statements are from your own accounU 
A. I have not worked up yet, you remember, the statements 
for '47, '48 and '49. 
Q. And '50? 
A. And '50. Now, the first three years are statements of 
expenditures only. I am not sure how much detail on income 
I can produce from my side of it. I have given you my income 
tax statements for those years. Certainly, the expenditures 
for those years did reflect expenditures from the custody ac-
count. 
Q. Well, the income statement which you gave us this morn-
ing for each year represents your own income¥ 
A. My own income, that's correct. 
Q. If the expenditures for a given year exceed your in-
come, was the difference made up from the custody account? 
A. It was-
Mr. Turnbull: vVhich years? 
Mr. Bauknight: Any given year. 
The Witness: No, not past 1950 or 1951. Certainly not 
from 1952 forward. 
Mr. Bauknight: Let me see if I understand you. Prior to 
1951 or '52, the difference in expenditures and 
page 245 ~ your income was made up from the custody ac-
count? 
A. That's right. 
Q. After '51 or '52, did your income exceed the expendi-
tures in each year? 
A. It did not. 
Q. ·where did the difference come from then? 
A. The difference came from the expenditure on my part 
of capital assets which had come to me from my mother's 
estate and subsequent to the expenditure of those assets from 
a loan made to me by my brother. That is this year. You 
have not requested any figure for this year. 
l\Ir. Turnbull: Off the record. 
(Discussion off the record) 
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Q. Let's take the year, 1947. Your income was $2700. The 
:total expenditures for operating the household, you have told 
.us, was $9030.45. 
A. That's correct. ·· 
Q. Did that difference in the expenditures and your income 
~ome out of the custodv account 7 
A. There was a difference-there was a Christmas gift to 
me from Mr. Russell each of those years, back about that 
J)eriod, of about $1000. 
I would like to modify the term '' household expense. '' vV e 
began incurring at that time extremely heavy 
page 246- } medical expenses. 
Q. vVell, for 1951 and subsequent years, the 
.custody account was used for certain household expenses, 
wasn't it, and medical expenses Y 
A. I would like to say that during those years I don't be-
lieve we made any sharp division in the thinking of my income 
.as against the custody account. V\T e viewed the situation as 
.one involving· the total resources in the marriage. 
I must also say that I did not keep business-type books, 
.accountant's ledgers, on all these things and going back and 
reconstructing expenditures seven, eight, nine years ago make 
it very difficult for me to speak with any confidence about 
theill. · 
Q. Let's just deal with '51, then, right now. In '51 expendi-
tures from your own income amounted to $6587.49? 
A. I can say, yes, that's right. 
Q. "\Ve have testimony in the record from a prior hearing 
-that in the same year from the custody account, $7416.80 was 
spent for these same purposes, which would make a total of 
.approximately $14,000. 
A. Well, obviously what you are trying to show is that I 
have withheld statements of certain sources of my income or 
have been in error in stating expenditures. I think the way 
of overcoming this might be to introduce all summary figures 
from my bank statements which would indicate 
page 247 ~ that I expended all of my resources in this marri-
age, everything I had up until the point of separa-
tion. I have nothing to conceal. I can't tell you how to 
reconcile one set of figures with another. 
Q. Did it take $14,000 to run your family and household 
in 1951? 
A. That's not my allegation. 
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Q. Your allegation is that you spent $6587.49 toward those 
purposes. 
A. What year are we discussing! , 
Q. 1951. 
A. 1951. These .figures represent the summary of expendi-
tures and deposits in my own bank account. Now, I cannot 
speak to what went on the other side. I don't want to repre-
sent any one of these years subsequent to 1951 as being a 
complete re:fleetion of the household expenditures. I no longer 
have those records. 
Q. What I want to know is, in 1951,. is this disbursement 
figure of $6587.49 what you actually spent on purposes shownt 
A. What J actually spent. 
Q. Chec~s which you d1·ew from your own accounU 
A. That's correet. 
Q. Now,. you will recall the testimony that we had in a prior 
deposition that from your wife's account, which 
page 248 ~ was supported by the custody account for the same-
year, $7416.SOY 
A. I think that can be-
Q. Was spent for the same purposes. If you add thos·e two 
figures, what you spent and what she spent-
Mr. Turnbull: I object here for the same purposes. Does 
]1e know what that money was spent for? I think that-
Mr. Bauknight: What money, Mr. Turnbull, the $74161 
Mr. Turnbull: That's right. · 
By Mr~ Bauknight: 
Q. You recall the testimony f 
A. I do .. 
Q. That Mr. Russell gave. Do you have any information 
which would lead you to believe that it is an incorrect figure! 
A. I would like not to say it is an incorrect figure because 
I have not examined those .fig11res. I will go as far as this: 
today, in saying that the figures which I have supplied vou 
represent a statement of my income and my disbursements 
for those years. As to the rest of it, I know, of course, Mrs. 
Beers was undergoing extremely expensive psychiatric treat-
ment at $15 or $20 an hour. I don't remember what the fee 
was. I think that would account in Iarg part for this $7000· 
figure. 
Q. Her medical expense for 1951, and this is in 
page 249 ~ the record of previous hearing, roughly $2400. If 
you take that from that total disbursements from 
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he1· account, you then find that she spent approximately $5000 
on the household expenses, children's medical, same things 
which you have spent money 011 according to your statement 
for that year. Now, if you add the $5000 which she spent and 
the $6500 which you spent, you have $11,500 which went for 
these purposes exclusive of her medical care. In 1951, is that 
what it took to run your family household in 1951 Y 
A. If that is your supposition. 
Q. I am asking you the question. 
A. I don't know. 
Q. You don't know what-
Mr. Donovan: Just a moment here. I think Mr. Beers's 
answer is fair. Counsel has been putting a whole lot of 
testimony in the record here. Mr. Beers is certainly entitled 
to say if that is your supposition, to answer a long series of 
testimony by counsel, the manner in which be desires. 
Mr. Bauknight: I have not testified to a thing. All I have 
done is pointed out to Mr. Beers what is already in the record 
and asked him if the result of that testimony merely adding 
the figures is correct. He can say it is or it is not or he does 
not know. 
Mr. Turnbull: Off this record, where is it in the record t 
page 250 ~ (Disussion off the record) 
1\Ir. Bauknight: All right, 1vlr. Turnbull. 
The Witness-: You were asking me, now that I am under 
oath, to attest to the correctness of records put in here by 
some body else. 
By Mr. Bauknight: 
Q. No, I am not. 
A. You are asking that the two be added together and was 
that the amount of the household expenditures. 
Q. Let's back up. 
A. 1 would like to say that my ·statement which you have 
put in the record coming from me is a statement of my in-
come and my disbursements. As to Mrs. Beer"-s expenditures 
from her custoday aceount, I no longer have those -records. 
I hav.e no access to them. I cannot testify as to the correct-
ness of them. 
Q. Can you testify that the record which we have here as fo 
her expenditures from the custody account is incorreeU 
A. No, I cannot. 
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: Q. Now, you have given us the total expenditure figure for 
'47, '48, '49. 
A. Correct. 
Q. You do not have it for '50! 
A. Not yet. 
Q. You do not have it for subsequent vears? 
page 251 ~ A. Total expenditure figure, speaking of the 
total household figure, that's correct. 
Q. You cannot get it for the years after the separation¥ 
A. I do not have access to the information. 
Q. Because you do not have the information on her ex-
penses? 
. A. That's rig·ht. 
Q. Then you have no basis for saying that the information 
which we already have in that connection is incorrect or cor-
rect? 
A. That is right. 
Q. Let me ask you this, then. Can you say that the total of 
$11,500 is approximately correct for your total expenditures 
in 1951 Y 
A. I will go no further than the statements I have already 
supplied you. I will not make any statement as to whether 
any total figure, which is composed of figures put in by Mr. 
Russell added to figures which I am submitting is correct, or 
approximate. 
Q. You know as a matter of fact, don't you, that in every 
year from 1947 to date of separation the total household ex-
penditures for your family exceeded your income 1 
A. I know tl1a t, yes. 
Q. That is a fact, is it not f 
A. I admit to that. 
page 252 ~ Q. The difference was made up from her cus-
tody account? 
A. I would a·ssume so. 
Q. You know so, don't you Y 
A. It may ha-ve been made up from gifts from Mr. Russell. 
There have been all sorts and forms of income in here. I 
don't want to say that it was made up entirely from the cus-
todv account at all. Q. You know what his gifts amounted to? 
A. I don't recall what they were to Mrs. Beers. 
Q. That she may have turned over and put into the house-
hold? 
A. Right. 
Q. Other than the custody account and possibly gifts from 
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]\fr. Russell, do you know of any other sources there were for 
meeting the differ.ence in expenditures t 
.A. I don't recall any o.ffhand, no. 
·Q. Do you have your tax returns for ~47., '48, '49 and '50 ! 
.A. I do. 
.Q. Do yon show :a medical deduction, in each of those ye.ars 2 
A. I show a medical deduction for 1947. 
'Q. What is the amount of· thaU 
A. The deduction was $1,846.08. Now you want 1948 t 
Q. Yes, sir. 
page 253 } A. Medical deduction of $921. 72. 
~9, medical deduction of $1,713.87. 
For 1'950, a medical deduction of $2,547.53. You say you do 
want '51? 
Q. Go ahead through the rest of the years. 
A. 1951, $4,945.64. 
1952, the maximum, $5000. 
You want '53 and '54, too! 
'Q. Yes, please. 
A. 1953, $5,000. 
1954, $4,308.82. 
Q. These are expenditure figures that you have given us 
11nder the heading, '' medical expenses.'' 'Whose medical ex-
J>enses do those fig"Ures include? 
A. On the fig"llres submitted into the record earlier by me 
ihey represent medical expenses for myself and my two sons 
since the separation. 
Q. They don't represent any of Mrs. Beers 's medical ex-
J>enses T 
A. They do not. 
Q. The expenses for Stuart run about $1,500 a yearT 
A. They do. 
Q. And that has been a fairly constant figure? 
A. That's right; that's right. 
Q. Approximately what do Russie 's medical ex-
page 254} penses run each year? Do you have that figure? 
A. I don't have a figure separately for him. 
Q. Is he in good health? 
A. Generally, he bas had very heavy dental expenses from 
iime to time. 
Q. Are those included in those fees T 
A. They are included in my figures, that's right. 
Q. vVhat would you say his medical expenses have averaged 
since 1951? 
A. Oh, Lord, I don't know. Perhaps $100, $150 a year. 
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Q. How about your health, other than Dr .. Berman f Have 
you incurred any other physical bills since 194 7 t 
A. I saw a Dr. Reed,. I believe,. in 194 7 .. 
Q. What was that for? 
A. I c«msulted him prior to consulting Dr. Bennmr. Other 
than Dr. Berman, I had some very expensiv.e baek troub]e 
about two years ago. 
Q. Who treated you for- that f 
A. Dr. Milton C. Cobey in Washingion .. 
Q .. Did yon say exte:n,sive or expensive? 
... 4.... Both. I was hospitalized as a result. 
Q. About. w.Iiat was the biU far that back trouble Y 
A. About $4-00. 
Q. When was that f 
A. Three or four hundred dollars. I can't re·-
page 255 f member which. It was in 1952-1953, excuse me. 
Q. Abcn1t I1ow much of that was taken care of' 
by hospitalization 7 
A. The hospital bill was- approximately $140. I paid ~ome-
thing like· $30 on it. 
Q. How about the doctor's bill, did hospitalization take· care 
of tbatt· 
A. No, indeed. I don~t recalI what it was. I remember 
it was vm·y expensive. I had an orthopedic brace which wa..~ 
very costly. 
Q. It all had to come out of your pocket T 
A. Of cnn:rse. 
Q. No reimbursements? 
A. No medical reimbursement for that at all .. 
Q. A.nd the doctor bill Y 
A. Was not reimbursed. 
Q. How ninch pe·r visit did Dr. Berman charge you f 
A. $15. 
Q. Other than the back trouble and Dr. Reed-how many 
times did you visit Dr. Reedf 
A. I don "t recall. 
Q. Otber than Dr. Reed and your back trouble, Dr. Berman 
is the only physician? 
A. Not toe on1y physician. I have had some occasionaI 
stomach trouble. I have I1ad some tests at Ar-
page 256} lington Hospital from tim.e to time. I can 1t recall 
the detai1s of all inis in the last four or five vears. 
I have seen a doctor from time to time. I would say ·r was 
in generally good health. 
Q. How often did you se·e Dr. Berman, in 1951 f 
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A. I don't remember, perhaps once a week, twice a week 
from time to time. 
Q. That prevailed until March of '52, didn't it? 
A. It might have continued for a brief period subsequent 
to that; I don't remember. 
Q. When did Dr. Berman begin treating you Y · 
A. I would say 1949. 
Q. So your visits were once a week until after March, '52? 
A. Once or twice a week. 
Q. Thereafter, Dr. Berman testified once a month, is that 
correct? 
A. Approximately. 
Q. Are you still being treated by him Y 
A. No. I consult him from time to time, not on a regular 
basis. I would say perhaps e-very two months in connection 
with more for advice in connection with some of Russell's 
problems arising out of his prolonged litigation and uncertain 
situation resulting from the litigation. 
Q. In 1951, would you say you consulted Dr. Berman at 
least weekly f 
page 257 ~ A. I would say, yes, at least weekly. Possibly 
semi-weekly at times. 
·Q. At the rate of $i5 per consultation? 
A. 'l,hat 's right. 
Q. Did you pay all of the statements which he sent you 
in that year f 
A. I have paid all those bills, yes. 
Q. What year was this back trouble again, '52 Y 
A. 1953. 
Q. '53. After your weekly or semi-weekly visits to Dr. 
Berman stopped you stated you consulted him monthly! 
A. For a time. 
Q. Until? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Until the date that he testified over in Arlington Y 
A. I wouldn't say it was on a regular monthly basis until 
that date at all. It wasn't any kind of a regular schedule. I 
used to consult him when I felt it would be advisable to con-
sult him. It was on no reg·ular basis at all. 
Q. Do you have records with you which would indicate how 
much you did spend on physicians other than Dr. Berman 
from 1951, on? 
A. I did not. I made up these statements, as I have indi-
cated before, on the basis of my check stubs, my cancelled 
checks, balanced against my deposits in the bank; and I run 
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all possible transactions through my check book. 
page 258 ~ That is the only record I have. 
Q. These figures which you have given us on 
vour medical deductions for income tax return for 1947 
through 1954, let's talk about those for a minute. That in-
cludes medical expenses for Mrs. Beers, you, and the two 
children, is that rig·ht Y 
A. The summary on the income tax form does, yes. 
Q. And Stuart's expenses ran around $1,500 a year from 
when, 1950? 
A. From the time that he was placed in the Corley School. 
I can't remember now the exact date, but from that time for-
ward. I would say it was either '49 or '50. 
Q. And Russie has averag·ed around $100 a year for theseY 
A. I would guess so. I wouldn't want to state positively. 
Sometimes less; sometimes maybe a little more. 
Q. So if we take Stuart's and Russie's and Mrs. Beer's 
expenses from these totals, the balance is obviously your 
medical expenses? 
A. That's right. 
Mr. Bauknight: You may examine. 
CROSS EXA!HNATION. 
Bv Mr. Donovan: 
0 Q. Mr. Beers, those income tax returns from which you 
testified here this morning are joint returns with Mrs. Beers, 
are thev not? 
pag·e 259 ~ A. Tbev are. 
Q. Ancf in some of those years did you receive 
refunds from the Treasury Department? 
A. I did, substantial refunds. 
Q. About how many years did you receive refunds Y 
A. I would say for the last four or five. I can consult the 
.the record and g:et it exactly, if you want to. 
Q. A bout four or five Y 
A. Yes. 
Q. "'\Vhat would happen to those refunds that you would re-
ceive? 
A. For the last three years, I believe, they have been divided 
equally between Mrs. Beers and myself. 
Q. Those returns were signed by you and by Mrs. Beers, 
is that correct! 
. A. Yes. 
-·· 
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Q. Mr .. Beers, have you at any time required Mrs. Beers 
to make a contribution to the family income t 
.A. I have never required ber to do that. 
Mr. Donovan : 'That is all 
,v e will waive signature. 






October 13, 1955 .. 
Re: Mrs. Mary R. Beers 
J\fr. William C. Bauknight 
·Ford Building 
Fairfax, Virginia 
Dear Mr. Bauknight: 
Reference is made to our recent telephone conversation con-
·cerning the advisability of asking Mrs. Mary R. Beers to 
-testify in court in connection with her husband's suit for 
,divorce. 
I stated on September 22, 1954 that it was my opinion that 
it would be detrimental to Mrs. Beers' mental condition to 
testify in court. She has remained under my care since that 
time. Although she has continued to improve slowly, she is 
not yet recovered. She still is extremely anxious and fearful 
•of the prospect of personally appearing before a judge or com-
missioner. It is still my opinion that to testify in court would 
bave a detrimental effect on Mrs. Beers' mental state and 
might cause a relapse in her mental illnes serious enough 
to require hospitalization. 
Sincerely yours, 
HEWITT I. VARNEY, M. D. 
Filed with the Court this 20th day of October, 1955. 
'\V. D. M .. 
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FINAL DECREE OF DIVORCE .. 
This cauS'e came on to be· heard upon the Bill of Complaint 
of the complainant, the answer and crosS",-bill of the defendant,. 
and the answer of complaina:ni to the crOS"S-bill; upon thei 
depositions taken before Chester M. Brasse, Commissioner in 
Chance-t'Y, in support af the Bill of Complaint and of thei 
Answer; upon the withdrawal by the defendant of prayers: 
numbered 1, 3 and 5 of tI1e answer and cross-complaint with 
tlle permission of the Court; upon the deposition of Dr. Peter-
F. Hegan, III, taken in New York City ; upon the motion to 
strike the deposition of Dr. Peter F. Regan, III; upon the re-
port of the Commissioner in Chancery and the exceptions filed. 
thereto; upon the motion of defendant for support and ali-
mony; upon .the depositions of Stanley A. Russell and Robert 
1\1. Beers ; · and was argued by counsel; 
And it appearing to the Court that the parties· hereto werei 
married; that both were residents of Ar ling-ton County, Vir-
ginia, for more than one year prior to the filing of this suit 
and were actually domiciled therein; that both are of the 
Caucasian race ; that two children were born of this mar-
riage, namely, Russell R. Heers and Stuart l\L 
page 264 ~ Beers ; tl1at both of said children are now beingw 
'"" cared for by the complainant; and it further, 
appearing· that the exceptions to the report of the Commis-
sioner in Chancery should be overruled and that the report 
of the Commissioner in Chancery should be confirmed; and 
that the motion of the complainant to strike the deposition 
of Dr. Peter F. Regan, III, should be overruled; and it 
further appearing to the Court that the determination of the 
custody of the two inf ant children of the marriage has been 
withheld by agreement of counsel; and the Court being of the 
opinion that a divorce a vinc'lllo matrimonii should be g1·anted 
to the complainant, Robert 1\L Beers, from the defendant,. 
Mary R. Beers, on the grounds of willful desertion and aban-
donment which have continued uninterruptedly for more than 
one year; and the Court being further of the opinion that 
the motion of the defendant for support and alimony should 
be denied; 
It is by the Court this 20th day of October, 1955. 
ORDERED and DECREED that the exceptions taken by 
the defendant to the Commissioner's report, be, and the same 
hereby are, overruled; that the motion of the complainant to 
strike the deposition of Dr. Peter F. Regan, III, be, and tlie 
same hereby is denied; that the motion of the defendant for 
support and alimony be, and the same hereby is, denied; that 
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Robert M. Beers, complainant in this suit, be, and he hereby 
is awarded a decree of divorce a vinculo matrimonii from the 
defendant, Mary R. Beers, on the grounds of willful desertion 
and abandonmeD;t, which occurred on the 4th day of March, 
1952, and has continued uninterruptedly since that date; that, 
in accordance with law, neither party hereto shall remarry 
within four months after the date of the entry of this decree; 
that the complainaD;t, Robert M. Beers, pay to the 
page 265 ~ defendant, Mary R. Beers, the sum of $500.00 as 
counsel fees, and further that be pay the costs in-
cuned in this Court and the costs of transcribing the deposi-
tions in this suit . 
. A.ND THIS DECREE IS FINAL. 
To all of which rulings the defendant, by counsel, excepts 
upon the g-round that the same are contrary to law and evi-
dence; and the defendant, by counsel, having indicated her 
intention to present a petition for an appeal to the Supreme 
Court of Appeals of Virginia, and having indicated, as per-
mitted by Section 8-465 of the Code of Virginia, her desire to 
give a bond containing all of the conditions prescribed in 
Section 8-4 77 of the Code of Virginia, in lieu of a suspending 
bond, the Court doth FURTHER DECREE that upon the 
execution by the defendant, or someone in her behalf, of a bond 
conditioned as prescribed in Section 8-477 of the Code of 
Virgin.ia, with good and sufficient surety in the penalty of 
$500.00, the execution of this decree except for the payment 
of counsel fees and costs, be, and the same hereby is, sus-
pended until such petition shall have been presented and acted 
on .by the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia, or until the 
time for presenting such a petition shall have expired. 
• • 
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• 
WILLIAM D. MEDLEY 
Judge. 
• • • 
• • • 
NOTICE OF APPEAL AND ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR. 
The defendant in the above-entitled suit aggrieved by the 
decree entered by this Court on October 20, 1955, files this 
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Notice of Appeal and alleges that the Court erred in the fol-
lowing particulars : 
1. In decreeing that under the law and the evidence the 
complainant, Robert l\L Beers, is entitled to a divorce from the 
bonds of matrimony on the grounds of wilful desertion and 
abandonment. 
2. In :refusing to award the defendant, Mary R. Beers, ali-
mony or any sum for her support and maintenance. 
,vooD & BAUKNIGHT 
Fairfax, Virginia 
BOOTHE, DUDLEY, KOONTZ & BOOTHE 
505 King Street 
Alexandria, Virginia 
By W. W. KOONTZ 
Counsel for defendant, Mary R. Beers. 
Filed Nov. 23, 1955. 
• 
H. BRUCE GREEN, Clerk 
Circuit Court, Arlington County, Va. 
By V. LONG 
Deputy Clerk . 
• • • • 
A Copy-Teste: 
H. G. TURNER, Clerk. 
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